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Tkaipokary  Executive  Committkk. 
SOCIALIST  PARTY  CLUBS  OF  MASSACHUSETTS. 

AFFILIATXB  WITH  THS 

SOCIALIST  PABTY  OF  AMERICA. 


BoBTOir,  Mass.,  October  27,  1902. 

Mr  Frederic  J.  Stixsok, 

Deab  Sib:— In  the  Boston  press  of  Sondaj,  October  26,  you  are  reported  as 
stating  in  an  address  deliyered  the  prevfanis  ev^iing  mt  Franklin  thai  "  Sodaltsm 
would  be  sUveiy."  The  remarks  attributed  to  you  vqpon  this  point  involve  such  a 
flagrant  misrepresentation  of  the  Sodalist  positton,  and  eidiiUt  such  a  imfonnd 
ignorance  of  the  Socialist  philosophy,  that  they  should  not  be  allowed  to  pass  un- 
noticed. 

I  have  been  iostmctod,  th^elore,  by  the  executive  committee  of  the  Socialist 
Party  Clubs  of  Massachusetts  to  invito  you  to  meet  a  T^oesaitotive  of  ihe  Socialist 
party  in  joint  debate  tq^n  Socidism  with  ^edal  refezram  to  its  elTect  upon  individ- 
ual liberty  npm  any  date  between  now  and  November  2nd,  in  any  city  or  town  in 
the  twelfth  Congressional  district,  FnmUin  preferred,  that  you  may  select.  This 
committee  vrill  guarantee  the  expenses  of  Hall,  advertising  and  other  necessary  ex- 
penses for  the  occaskm. 

Speaking  for  the  Socialist  party,  we  ftel  that  in  aU  fairness,  one  who  is  a  candi- 
date for  the  National  Congress  and  who  sees  fit  to  criticise  Socialism  from  Uie  public 
platf<nm  as  you  have,  riionid  be  willing  to  assume  responsibility  for  his  utterances 
and  wekome  the  <q[^rtunity  to  meet  »  supporter  of  Socialism  in  open  discussion 
up(m  the  question. 

Awaiting  an  immediate  reply,  I  am,  for  the  committee, 

BespectfuUy  youns, 

907  Winthrop  Building.  [Signed],         WJLLIAU  MAILLY,  Secretary. 


BosTOH,  October  28,  IfNtt. 

WuuuAM  Maillt,  Esq.,  Sec'y, 

607,  Wintluop  Bidlding, 

DxAK  Sn  :-.Yonxs  <tf  October  27th  was  received,  and  I  hasten  to  reply  to  it. 
It  wiU  give  me  the  greatest  pleasure  to  n^  any  of  your  party  in  debate  upon  tlie 
Sodalist  questkm,  but  it  is  quite  imponible  for  me  to  do  so  between  now  and  Novem- 
ber 2nd,  for  the  reason  tiiat  I  un  scheduled  to  speak  every  evening.  I  can  only  say 
that  I  vrfll  endeavor  to  reply  to  any  criticism  of  my  remarks  that  may  be  made  by 
your  rq^reemtatives  at  their  own  meetings.   .   .  . 

Trusting  that  I  may  have  the  pleasure  at  some  future  time  of  meeting  your  rep- 
resentatives  efttiM  in  debate  or  in  private  discussion,  I  remain,  dear  Sir, 

Very  respectfully  youxs, 

[Signed],         F.  J.  STIMSON. 


(i) 


Boston,  November  13,  1902. 

Prkdekic  J.  Stimson,  Esq., 

DsAR  Sib  By  instructions  from  the  State  Exeeutive  Committee  I  reopen  the 
correspondence  with  yon  relative  to  your  acceptance  of  oar  invitation,  to  meet  a  rep- 
resentative of  the  Socialist  party  in  public  discnssiaa  npaa  the  princqples  of  Socialism- 

Inasmuch  as  your  criticism  of  Socialnaaa  was  made  at  a  very  recent  date  and  re- 
ceived wide  circulation  in  the  pressof  this  State,  the  committee  feels  that  tiiis  meeting 
dionld  be  hdd  at  as  early  a  date  in  as  central  a  locality  as  posrilde.  We  theretore 
propose  that  the  diseoaslon  take  idaoeia  Boston,  Iteeoil  BaU pieie^^ 
week  beginning  Novembw  21th. 

The  ocMnmittee  has  selected  Beprecentative  James  F.  Carey,  of  Havwr]^,  as  the 
party^qpoimamiiiqKmthiaooessfam.  .  .  « 

liespectfuUy  yours, 

For  the  Sxeentive  C<Nnmittee, 

[Signed],         WILLIAM  MAILLY,  Secretary, 


BosToir,  DeemAer  8, 1902. 

WiuiAM  MATitLT,  Esq., 

Dear  Sir  : — I  was  necessarily  absent  from  the  state  between  the  day  of  election 
and  December  1st,  on  which  day  only  I  received  your  letter  of  November  13th. 

As  the  time  fixed  has  now  gone  by  and  moreover  my  duties  as  a  member  of  the 
Corporation  Committee  of  Massachusetts  will  absorb  all  my  time  until  the  7th  of 
January  next,  I  would  ask  if  it  would  be  convenient  for  Mr.  Carey  to  fix  some  date 
between  that  day  and  the  first  of  February,  at  which  time  I  have  to  begin  a  course  of 
lectures  at  Harvard  College.  It  seems  to  me  Faneuil  Hall  would  be  rather  too  large 
a  place  for  the  discussion.  As  I  understand  it,  we  do  not  wish  so  much  an  oratorical 
debate,  as  a  fair  and  intelligent  discussion  of  the  questions  presented  by  your  party. 

In  this  connection  I  would  say  that  what  I  wish  to  debate  with  you  is  the  broad 
question  of  general  sociiUism  as  a  theory.  This  I  take  to  be  also  your  own  under- 
standing. Many  measures  primarily  socialistic  now  fall  into  the  class  of  what  may 
he  termed  "  allowable  sociaUsm,'' — for  instance,  the  expenditure  of  public  moneys  for 
school  and  educational  purposes,  the  conduct  by  municipalities  of  water,  gas,  or 
eleetaic  li^^t  |dants,  etc.,  and  there  are  certain  other  me£tsure8  which  formed  part  of 
your  party  platform  of  this  year  which  should  lie  outside  our  scheme  of  debate  ; 
firstly,  because  they  are  not  peculiar  to  socialism ;  secondly,  because,  on  some  of 
them  at  least,  I  mi^t  not  be  in  disagreement  with  you.  For  instance,  the  initiative 
and  referendum  are  jost  as  eompatihle  with  a  system  of  extreme  democratic  individ- 
ly^Hm  ag  iHith  BoeiaUsm, — probably  more  so.  The  same  may  be  said  of  the  reform 
of  the  use  of  the  Injunction  and  contempt  powers  in  labor  dispotes. 

In  Aort,  what  I  said  of  socialism  daring  the  campaign  was  said  of  socialism  as  a 
eoraplete  qrstem,  luid  not  of  individual  measures.  The  complete  subject  or  theory 
of  socialism  therefore,  is  what  I  am  prepared  to  discuss. 

Regretting  that  I  was  onaUe  to  meet  Mr.  Carey  at  the  ^ne  yon  snggested,  I  wm^ 
dear  Sir, 

Yours  very  truly, 

[Signed],         F.  J.  STIMSON. 

(ii) 


[cofy] 

-  ^  „  Boston,  Dec.  9,  1902. 

FasnsucK  J.  Sriiisojr,  Esq., 

Dear  Sir  :—  Your  esteemed  favor  of  Dec.  3rd  was  read  at  the  last  meeting  of 
the  state  executive  committee,  and  I  was  directed  to  inform  you  tliat  the  committee 
will  be  glad  to  have  its  representative,  Mr.  Carey,  meet  you  in  discussion  on  any  date 
between  January  7th  and  the  1st  of  Pebruary  and  Mi.  Carey  will  adwt  himself 
accordingly. 

The  committee  is  also  desirous  of  having  a  fair  and  intelligent  discussion  of  the 
Socialist  question  and  will  do  everything  possible  to  have  that  brought  about.  We  do 
not  agree  with  you,  however,  in  the  assumption  that  Paneuil  Hall  would  be  too  large 
a  place  for  the  discussion.  We  were  almost  of  the  opinion  that  instead  of  being 
too  large  Paneuil  Hall  would  be  too  small,  in  view  of  the  public  interest  in  the  matter* 
You  must  remember  that  your  remarks  were  made  in  a  {HibUc  meeting  that  they 
received  wide  publication,  and  that,  as  a  consequence,  a  great  many  pec^Ie  who  are 
interested  in  the  important  questions  of  the  day  will  be  anxious  to  hear  esch  side 
present  its  position.  Jn  view  of  this,  we  beliere  that  Faneoil  Hall,  at  tesst,  AoM  be 
acceptable  to  you. 

Let  me  say  also,  in  behalf  of  the  committee  that  we  are  also  anxious  that  the  dis- 
cussion should  be  had  upon  Socialism  in  its  ultimate.   The  Socialist  Party  stsnds  for 
the  collective  ownership  of  all  the  means  of  production  and  distribatkm,  aadthkwe 
take  to  be  the  question  in  dispute.   If  the  state  and  national  idatlc«iBS<tf  the  SodaUrt 
Party  demand  the  initiative  and  referendum,  fie  pubUe  ownership  of  puWc  utilities, 
reduction  in  the  hours  of  labor  and  similar  messores,  it  is  because  we  beUeve  Ibe 
enactment  of  such  measures  would  tend  towards  the  acemqdlshnient  of  our  final  aim. 
The  SociaUst  Party  believes  that  with  tiie  wider  disseminatkm  of  Democracy  and  the 
greater  opportunity  there  is  provided  to  the  people  for  leisure  and  education  and  more 
salutary  surroundings,  the  more  r^id  wiUbe  the  progiess  towards  Socialism.  The 
demands  in  our  platform  are  the  evolutionary  steps  toward  a  revcdution  in  the  present 
system  of  private  ownership  of  industry  to  one  of  complete  Socialism.   Mr.  Carey 
wQl  be  i»qpared  to  disenss  Socialism  as  a  complete  system,  to  use  your  own  words, 
but  you  wiU  understand  we  do  not  presume  to  say  that  evdution  or  imeress  will 
cease  with  the  estabUahmrat  of  Socialism. 

The  state  committee  has  appointed  a  sab^sommittee  to  arrange  the  details  of  the 
meeting  and  we  will  be  prq^aied  to  aet  at  your  pleasure. 

Tours  very  truly, 

[Signed]        WILLIAM  MAILLT,  Secretary. 


SOQALISM. 


L 

The  question  of  securing  to  man  the  full  and  fair 
IThe  Question,    reward  of  his  labor  and,  incidentally,  of  how  best 

to  give  to  every  man  the  chance  to  labor  if  he 
choose,  is  the  greatest  question,  save  one  alone,  that  can  occupy  the 
human  mind.  Leaving  out  religion,  the  affairs  of  the  next  world,  the 
most  important  affair  to  a  man  in  this  world  is  how  he  may  subsist  in 
it.  But  one  thing  man  holds  dearer  than  his  daily  bread ;  that  one 
thins^  is  his  liberty.  And  although  the  greatest  characteristic  of 
the  race  to  which  we  belong  is,  perhaps,  that  we  would  ratiier  run  the 
ride  of  starving  free,  tium  be  daily  fed  as  slaves,  we  must  admit  that 
liberty  is  of  vei-y  little  use  to  man  without  his  life.  The  question  of 
man's  subsistence,  therefore,  is  almost  first.  If  that  is  not  assured 
by  the  present  system,  we  mustccmsider  any  r^edy,  howev^  desperate. 
But  if  a  man's  living  is  reasonably  assured  today,  we  have  also  to 
consider  not  only  whether  any  different  system  will  improve  our  con- 
ditions as  to  material  possesions,  but  whetiber  tiiat  improvement  will  be 
lx>ught  at  too  dear  a  price.* 

Some  people  will  tell  you  we  ought  also  to  con- 
Not  the  welfare  ^  thing— the  prosperity  or  the  sue 

of  the  State ©ess  of  the  State.f  But  that  is  bosh.  As  we  are 
.  -       _    -  ,    .  ,     talking  now,  there  is  no  such  thingr  as  the  State. 

tbe  Individ-   w  •       i  i  -li.  ^ 

uaVs  welfare.  oonsidenng  solely  t|>e  wel£aie  of  men  — 

and  the  women  and  children,  let  us  not  forget 
them.  And  the  "  State,"  when  we  are  talking  of  human  weKare,  is 
nothing  but  the  prasons  oon^onng  it;  just  as  1^  goviemmimt  of  the 

*  The  London  Manifesto  (Marx)  ends  by  saying  ; — "  The  communists  do  not  seek 
to  conceal  their  views  and  aims.  They  declare  openly  that  their  purpose  can  only  be 
obtained  by  a  violent  overthrow  of  all  existing  arrangements  of  society.  Let  the 
ruling  cl^Mes  tremble  at  a  communistic  revolution.  The  proletariat  have  nothing  to 
lose  in  it  Imt  their  dludns ;  they  have  a  w<Hid  to  win.  Frvdetarians  of  all  oountries, 
unite  ! "  ^ 

t  Gronlund,  in  the  Co-Operative  Commonwealth,  denies  that  individuals  have  any 
actual  rights  and  afhniis  that  the  State  gives  them  whatever  rights  they  have.  This 
conception,  he  says,  consigns  the  rights  of  man  to  obscurity  and  puts  duty  in  the 
for^^rouud.  But,  says  Flint,  this  is  not  done  by  putting  duty  in  the  foreground,  but 
hy  oMlteratisig  diuy  and  sobsUtating  Iot  it  serrility. 


State,  when  we  are  talking-  of  its  efficiency  is  not  an  imaginary  being, 
but  eei  taiu  dt'tinite  men,  who  happen  at  that  time  to  have  been  ap- 
pointeil  oi-  elected  to  office.  A  gieat  deal  of  confused  thought  arises 
from  spelling  Btate  with  a  big  S,  and  &en  thinking  of  it  as  an  ideal 
body  different  from  the  human  beings  that  live  in  it.  Hence,  it  is  the 
welfai*e  of  individuals  that  makes  the  welfare  of  the  "  State "  —  and 
not  the  othar  way  aroand«  And  if  in  any  case  the  welfare  of  the  State 
differs  from  that  of  its  citizens,  we  should  always  chose  the  latter.  It 
might  suit  the  Emperor  of  Germany  to  have  every  one  of  his  citizens  a 
soldier  under  orders  auooessfolly  conquering  the  worlds  and  you  might 
say  that  was  for  the  welfare  of  the  German  state — until  you  remembered 
that  it  would  not  be  for  the  welfare  of  the  German  individual.  And  in 
Hie  same  way  we  are  in  danger  of  thinking  that  the  State  "  is  preter* 
naturally  wise  and  perfectly  good  —  until  we  remember  that  it  is  only 
just  as  wise  as  the  men  who  made  it  and  as  gooil  as  the  men  who  are 
running  it. 

We  are  here  to  discuss  the  theory  of  complete 
Complete  Stute  State  Socialism,* — what  is  called  collectivism — 
Socudism^  that  is,  that  the  law  shall  forbid  any  man  to  labor, 

to  grow  things,  or  to  make  tilings,  on  his  own  ac- 
count, and  make  everybody  work  only  for  the  State,  the  government ; 
and  that  the  government  shall  own  all  capital ;  that  is,  everything  that 
is  necessary  to  producing  or  distributing  w^th, — ^land,  mills,  railroads, 
ships,  machinery,  tools,  the  breeding  of  cattle,  the  labor  of  horses,  yes, 
and  the  labor  of  men  and  women,  too.  Under  full  State  Socialism  the 
Government  must  own  mm*»  labor  as  fully  as  it  owns  land  or  oxen. 
The  only  thing  left  to  a  man  is  to  be  his  clothing,  his  food,  what  he 
eats  or  wastes,  and  such  luxuries  as  he  can  buy  out  of  his  savings ;  that 
is,  if  he  has  any.  For  wages  won't  be  paid  in  numey ;  thare  will  be  no 
money  ;  hell  be  paid  in  tickets  representing  the  amount  of  his  labor ; 
and  he  will  have  just  so  much  to  spend  in  luxuries  as  the  State — that 
IS,  the  nearmt  Board  or  Groveninmit  <rfBeial — that  is,  a  Mlow  with  a 
red  band  around  his  cap  who  may  be  his  f  ri^d  or  his  enemy — thinks 
his  labor  is  worth.  If  they  think  his  labor  is  wortli  more  than  the  labor 
id  tibe  men  who  pcodueed  the  neoessaries  of  life  tiiat  he  must  haj  first» 

*  '*  Pity  for  poverty,  enthusiasm  for  equality  and  freedom,  recognition  of  social 
injustice  and  a  desire  to  remove  it  is  not  socialism.  In  all  these  appearances  there  is 
lacking  the  real  fotmdation  of  capitalistic  society  and  its  class  antagonism.  Modern 
socialism  is  the  child  of  capitalist  society  and  its  class  autagouism.*^ — LeUAnecM^ 
Chicago^  1900. 


he  can,  with  this  excess  (but  he'll  get  no  interest  on 
J}e£nition  of  his  savings)  bny  a  horse  and  carriage,  his  wife's 
Collectivism,    diamonds  and  his  antomobile,  as  Mr.  Mailly  says,  or 

a  yacht,  or  a  pool  table.    He  can't  buy  a  tuniing 

lathe  or  a  printing  press,  or  a  set  of  tools — that  won't  be  allowed — and  if 

he  does  buy  them,  he  won't  be  able  to  sell  the  things  he  nuikes  with 

them.    That  this  is  a  fair  and  exact  statement,  see  Mr.  Mailly's 

statement  in  the  Boston  Herald,  Jan.  4th,  last : 

"  The  modem  Socialist  movement,  as  represented  in  Massat  husetts 
by  the  Socialist  party,  demands  the  eolleetive  ownership  of  tlie  means 
of  wealth  production  and  .distribution.  By  this  is  meant  only  those 
things  operated  by  mental  and  manual  labor  in  the  production  and  dis- 
tribution of  the  necessities  and  luxuries  of  life.  Private  ownership  in 
these  things  will  be  abolished;  they  will  become  the  property  of  so- 
eiety." 

Socialism,  therefore,  is  the  ownersliip  of  all  capital  or  means  of  pro- 
duction and  the  ownership, — through  absolute  dictation  and  control  by 
power  of  paym^t — of  human  labor. 

We  are  not  here  to  discuss  those  individual  meas- 
Not  Individual  ures  which,  while  they  form  a  part — and  the 
Measuream  greatest  and  the  best  part — of  die  platform  of 

Socialism,  have  really  no  connection  with  it.* 
Such  are,  for  instance,  in  the  Massachusetts  Socialist  Party  platform  of 
last  fall :  The  regulation  of  injunctions,  the  use  of  tJie  referendnm, 
control  and,  in  proper  cases,  ownership  by  the  state  or  its  municipalities 
of  public  utilities  and  of  industries  which  rest  on  a  natural  monopoly, 
and  control,  by  the  nation,  of  the  trusts ;  and  in  the  less  advanced  plat- 
form of  the  £aropean  Socialists,  as  at  Gotha  in  1875:  Univ^*sal 
suflFrage  by  secret  ballot :  civil  militia  instead  of  standing  armies ;  free- 
dom of  thought,  of  speech  and  right  of  assembly ;  univ^»al  ccm&palsoiy 
education ;  religion  to  be  a  private  matter ;  and  finally,  a  direct  income 
tax  instead  of  the  indirect  tariff  duties  "  which  weigh  so  heavily  on  the 
people f and  at  Erfurt  in  1891,  besides  those  mentioned,  the  ptohibitiim 

*  Mr.  Flint  says  that  socialism  today  in  England  owes  far  more  of  its  success  to 
its  approximate  demands,  which  are  the  schemes  and  proposals  of  the  liberalism 
and  radicalism  which  it  professes  to  despise.  All  these,  it  claims,  are  socialistic,  and 
presents  as  if  it  were  originally  discoveries  of  its  own.  It  has  thus  put  so-called 
Idbmdino  and  Radlealiam  to  serious  disadvantage.— "Soeio^tam,"  London,  1894. 

r.  42.  t  Indirect  taxation  is,  therefore,  generally  the  institution  by  which  the 
Bouzgeoisie  Cfeates  the  privilege  at  freedom  from  taxation  for  great  capitalists 
and  is  the  cause  of  maintaining  the  existence  in  the  state  of  the  poorar  classes  of  the 

a 
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of  ckild  labor  and  regulation  of  factories  and  mines  and  of  uni<m  labor ; 
maintenance  of  the  right  to  form  trade  unions  ;  and  to  strike  without 
being  guilty  of  conspiracy — these  are  not  Socialism,  but  good  Democratic 
doctrineft  You  might  as  well  call  the  English  Poor  Law — our  system  of 
poorreUef — and  our  system  of  free  schools,  SoeialisoL  They  are  measures 
in  which  we  all  believe ;  that  domain  of  government  action  which  has  long 
heea  reeognked  as  pn^r^  But  trades-Unionism,  for  instanee,  is  not 
Socialism  at  all  It  is  the  highest  and  most  intelligent  form  of  voluntaiy 
action,  free  co-operation  of  individuals  for  a  common  end.  Socialism, 
the  syst^n,  is  by  its  very  definition  imoluntaryy  that  is,  imposed  on  in- 
dividuals by  government  with  or  without  their  will.*  When  Socialists 
claim  credit  for  these  other  things,  they  steal  planks  l^rom  our  own 
platftmn.  The  protecticoi  of  the  rights  of  the  individual — of  the  free 
American  citizen — is  the  very  reason  for  being  of  ^e  Democratic 
party.  That  party  favors  the  individual — just  as  the  Republican  party 
favors  the  capitalists,  and  the  Socialist  party,  as  I  shall  try  to  showyou, 
only  the  office  holder.  At  least,  those  who  are  not  office  holders  will, 
imder  Socialism,  have  the  hardest  kind  of  a  time. 

So  also,  the  allowable  and  beneficent  interference  of 
MnnieipMl  govemm^  in  cases  of  necessary  m6nopoly  —  such  as 
Socialism,     water  supply  for  towns  and  the  postal  service  for  the 

whole  country.  We  Democrats  hold  that  each  such 
case  should  be  determined  on  its  own  merits.  This  is  what  hm  been 
csdled  allowable  socialism ;  and  we  are  not  discussing  it  tonight, 
though  I  may  have  a  few  words  to  say  on  the  question  whether  such 
experimrats  as  have  be^  made  outside  the  reoc^nized  field  tend  to 
show  that  government  management  of  ordinary  industries  is  any  bet- 
ter or  any  cheaper  than  that  of  private  individuals. 

Owiing  now  to  genmid  sodalism,  the  first  thing  I  would 
Socialism     remind  you  of  is  that  it  is  no  new  thing.    Writers  like 
not  new.      Bellamy  are  very  fond  of  talking  as  if  they  had  dis- 
covered a  brand  new  system;  on  tfa^  contrary,  it  is 


*  De  Tocqueville,  indeed,  maintains  that  so  far  from  there  being  any  natural 
solidarity  between  democracy  and  socialism,  they  are  absolutely  contrary  the  one  to 
the  o^er.  Democracy,'*  he  stdd  in  a  speech  in  the  Bepablioui  Parliaraei^  of  France 
in  1849,  "  extends  the  sphere  of  individual  independence  ;  socialism  contracts  it. 
Democracy  gives  every  individual  man  his  utmost  possible  value  ;  socialism  makes 
every  man  an  agent,  an  instrument,  a  cipher.  Democracy  and  socialism  coincide  only 
in  the  single  word  equality,  but  observe  the  difference ;  democracy  desires  equality  in 
liberty,  sociaUsm  sedn  equality  in  compulsicm  and  aerritade,'* — Bae^  Contemporary 
SoeMimn, 
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old  as  the  hills.  Some  form  of  socialism  or  comiuuuism  seems  to  be 
the  earliest  form  of  civiliasation  known  to  man.  Commnniam,  aa  we 
know,  is  the  condition  of  savages ;  the  land  is  conmion,  the  hnnt  is 
common  —  at  most  the  savage  can  chum  a  right  of  properdin  the 
spear  that  is  actually  in  his  hand.  And  what  is  the  tribal  reb^n  but 
a  primitiye  socialism?  It  is  true  that  tribes  have  chiefs,  but  they 
usually  elect  them,  and  so  under  a  system  of  socialism  must  we.  The 
whole  history  of  civilization  ia  but  the  attempt  to  free  a  man  s  property 
from  common  ownership,  and  his  pmonal  liberty  from  oommon  ccm- 
trol  —  whether  that  common  control  assumes  the  form  of  priest  caste, 
as  in  Egypt,  a  Church,  as  in  the  middle  ages,  or  a  State,  as  with  the 
Incaa  of  Peru*  To  go  no  further  back  than  Aristotle — aboat  2000 
years  ago  he  wrote  :  — 

"  This  style  of  legislation  wears  a  good  face  and  an  air 
Aristotle.      of  philanthropy.    No  sooner  is  it  heard  than  it  is 

eagerly  embraced^  under  the  expectation  of  a  marvelous 
love  to  grow  out  from  it  between  man  and  man,  especially  if  the  pi-o- 
poser  goes  on  to  inveigh  against  the  evils  of  existing  institution,  setting 
all  down  to  the  want  of  a  community  of  goods.  These  evils,  however, 
are  due  not  to  want  of  a  community  of  property,  but  to  the  tlepravity  of 
human  nature.  For  experience  teaches  that  disputes  are  far  more 
likely  to  oceiur  among  people  who  possess  propwiy  in  common  and  live 
as  partners,  tiban  amcmg  ibme  who  hold  tfa^ir  estates  in  separate  tenure. 
The  life  proposed  appears  to  be  altogel^iw  impossit^*^ 

There  are  just  two  differences  between  this  socialism  of 
Only  two  two  thousand  years  a^  and  that  of  today.  One  ia  that 
new  ideas,    our  socialists  say  that  a  German  Jew  named  Lassalle 

made  a  new  discovery  some  fifty  years  ago  called  the 
litm  haew  of  Wages,  which  makes  the  medbanic's  ccmdi- 
**Tbe  Iron    tion  forever  hopeless  in  a  free  country;  which  is,  thai 
l^aiv/'  he  is  paid  only  for  his  bare  subsistence,  while  entitled 

to  the  full  product  of  his  labor;  and  the  otliw  is  that  our 
modem  Socialists  ^ve  up  the  early  communism  of  sava- 
Private       ges  in  so  much  as  they  say  they  will  permit  a  man  to  cfwn 
Property      his  coat^and  hishorse,if  l^can  afford  one^andhis  house 
in  all  but      if  he  can  buy  one —  and  pay  the  taxes  on  it.    The  only 
CapitaV^       thing  he  may  not  own  is  capital.    Now  of  these  two  sup- 
posed new  disco veries,  the  first  is  false  and  the  second  is  a 
confession  of  fsdluie.  Iron  Law  of  Wages!  Hie  law  diat  no  man  will 
be  paid  more  than  iJie  bare  allowance  for  coarse  food  and  shelter  which 


will  keep  hiiii  alive  I  Lassalle  blames  it  all  on  iiiaehiiiery —  that  is,  he 
sajs  it  is  since  the  inveatioii  of  maehinery  that  Capital  has  beea  en- 
abled to  exploit  the  laborer,  to  fleece  him,  says  Gronlond,  of  all  he 
produce^  except  his  mere  subsistence.  Don't  we  know  that  this  simply 
isu't  so?    I  quote  from  a  Uaioxi  newspaper 

^' Wages  were  extremely  low  in  this  country  50 
Wages  growing  and  75  years  ago.  In  1830  wages  in  the  cotton 
higher*  factories  were  44  cents  per  day.    It  is  recorded 

that  9,000  operatives  in  Lowell  in  1843  received 
an  average  of  $1.60  per  week,  and  the  hoars  were  13  per  day.  In 
1850  the  average  wages  in  the  United  States  were  per  year,  and 
in  1900  they  were  $437150.  This  applies  to  mannfactnring  and  me- 
chanical establishments.  Of  course,  in  the  building  trades  the  wages 
average  much  higher.  .  .  .  What  were  luxuries  in  1850  are 
necessities  today,  and  the  skilled  workers  of  this  country  have  by  trade 
organizations  lifted  themselves  far  above  the  standard  of  living  that 
prevailed  down  to  1860.  .  .  The  skilled  workers  spend  more 
money  and  live  better  today  than  the  so-called  middle  dass  —  the  well- 
to-do  —  did  before  the  war.  ...  A  shoe  wotli^  reeendy  mdi&nd, 
a  piano  horn  a  New  York  city  house,  and  aftar  waiting  tl^ee  weeks 
inquired  the  cause  pf  tiie  delay.  He  was  informed  that  every  piano 
factory  in  this  country  was  rvshed  vnth  orders  arid  working  overtime. 
This  illustration  simply  proves  that  a  great  many  working  people  are 
buying  pianos,  and  in  fact  the  working  class  buy  ten  or  twenty  times 
as  many  luxuries  like  pianos  today  as  they  did  40  years  ago." 

By  the  United  States  census  of  1900  it  appears  that  considerably 
more  than  half  the  entire  net  product  of  manufacturing  and  mpf*h|VT^ip4^] 
industries  was  paid  to  \albfxc.    Tte  exact  figures  fdUow :  — 


Total  value  of  product,  §13,004,400,143  Farms,  total  value  of 

Cost  of  materials  and  products  $4,739,118,752 

expenses                 8,373,169,429  Number  of  laborers  ....  4,459,346 

Total  salaries.                  403,711,233  EiqMniditiires  for  labor.  $805,305,921 

Net  product                   4,227,519,481  Average  wages  per  year.  $81.88 

Of  whicli  labor  got. . .     2,322,333,877  l^umber  of  miniag  laborers,  570,995 

Now,  aooofding  to  the  census,  there  were  7,112^97  industrial  labor- 
ers ;  so  it  appears  that  when  you  subtract  from  "  the  whole  product  of 
labor,"  tiie  cost  of  raw  materials  and  neeessazy  exp^iaes  (and  this  you 
would  have  to  repay  the  State  under  socialism)  each  industrial  laborer  in 
this  country  produced  $1.98  per  day,  that  is  $594.34  a  year,  and  on  the 
average  was  paid  $326.49  of  it.  And  he  was  ^laUed  to  make  this 
production  only  by  the  brains  of  the  American  inventor  and  mani^;er 
and  the  use  of  our  wonderful  maehinery  and  transportation  system, 
which  must  be  paid  for,  too  —  it  is  brain  labor,  which  is  the  most  useful 
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kind.  What  do  the  workers  of  countries  like  Egypt  and  India  pro- 
duce?   Twenty  to  forty  crats  a  day,  and  wwking  14  hours  at  that. 

And  it  is  not  miU  operatives  alone  who  have  gained. 
*^ Iron  Law''  I  appeal  to  any  man  in  this  house  if  his  wages  as 
prevented  by  carpenter,  paints,  bricklayer,  ami't  hrget  and  his 
voluntary  ac-  hours  shorter  than  they  would  have  been  fifty  years 
Hon.  ago?    Aren't  the  unskilled  laborers  getting  $2  a 

day  today  in  Bortm  and  most  of  our  large  towns  ? 
And  even  the  miners  —  even  the  most  ignorant  inomigrants  that  have 
been  brought  to  Pennsylvania  to  work  underground  —  you  have  read 
enoogh  of  John  Mitchell  and  the  strikes  to  know  that  their  wages  are 
better  than  they  were  ten  years  ago  and  they  have  just  been  increased 
by  this  last  strike — there  could  be  no  strikes  under  socialism.  John 
Mitchell  is  no  sodatist.  And  why  is  this?  I  answer,  because  free  men 
can  combine  together  and  defend  themsdves.  Because  they  can  £i»m 
unions  and  strike,  which  they  couldn't  do  under  any  condition  of  social- 
ism. Free  men  can  insist  on  the  American  standard  of  life  —  under 
socialiffln  the  State  would  fix  it  lor  thm.  And  it  would  fix,  not  our 
standard,  but  the  standard  that  prevails  in  Germany,  in  Russia,  even  in 
China  or  in  India  —  for  all  sociaUsts  admit  that  no  absolute  socialism 
would  be  posfidble  wfaidi  was  not  worid-wide.* 

And  as  for  getting  the  full  product  of  his  labor  — 
Pull  Product    man's  owning  all  the  things  he  makes —  what  man 
of  habor**'  ever  got  the  full  product  of  his  labor  6»9^t  Hob- 

inson  Crusoe?  fin  a  savage  condition  a  man 
owns  the  game  he  kills,  the  flint  he  sharpens  and  the  bow  he  makes. 
But  the  moment  you  come  to  any  mviliaalaoii,  no  man  can  touch  his 
hand  upon  a  thing,  still  less  make  a  thing,  that  a  thousand  other  men 
have  not  helped  to  make  —  have  not  wrought  upon,  or  mined,  or 
pbmted,  or  fed,  or  carried,  be&m  1    And  how  are  tibose  men  to  be  paid 

*  SoeialiBia,  to  be  successful,  would  need  to  embrace  the  civilized  world.  Other- 
wise the  threatened  capitalists  would  hasten  to  transfer  their  wealth  to  countries 
where  private  capital  was  still  allowed.  It  might  even  he  worth  while  for  some  state 
to  stand  aloof  from  the  socialist  movement,  thus  to  grow  rich  at  her  neighbor's  expense. 
Then  the  socialist  woiid  would  have  to  make  war  upon  that  state. 

t  *'  The  only  state  of  human  existence  in  which  labour  can  be  reasonably  expected 
to  get  the  entire  produce  is  a  non-social  state.  A  man  has  only  to  renounce  all  social 
advantages,  to  go  where  the  bounties  of  nature  are  still  unappropriated  and  to  emj^y 
in  hta  labour  his  own  leaonrceBWdinstrumraA^  and  he  wUl  not  only 

deserve  hut  actually  get  all  that  he  producea.  Yet  wbaX  he  gets  will  most  probably  be 
much  less  than  he  m^t  have  got  in  the  aodal  fltate,  notwithstaudiiig  its  inevitable 
burdei^"— JPiint. 
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if  the  last  workman  gets  it  all?  Take  a  pair* of  shoes.  The  grain  that 
fed  the  ox  aad  the  bark  that  tans  the  hide,  and  the  ship  that  carried  it 
h&te  horn  Austealia,  and  ike  iron  f <»r  the  naila  and  tlie  maehinerir^  and 
the  machines  that  made  the  ship  and  the  nails  and  the  shoe  machinery 
itself  —  these  are  all  capital,  but  were  made  by  labor,  and  muat  not 
that  be  paid?  And  how,  if  the  people  in  the  dnoe  shop  are  to  get  the 
**  full  product  of  their  labor  "  —  that  is,  the  full  price  of  the  shoes  ? 

And  this  is  the  great  truth  that  socialists  lose  sight  of 
Capital  is   —  Capital  i%  nothing  but  old  labor.    Capital  is 
old  labor,    ing  but  the  fruits  of  the  earth  which  have  been  already 

gathered,  preserved,  or  transformed ;  that  is,  manufac- 
tured  by  past  labor.  It  is  ike  product  o£  the  earth,  of  the  sea,  of  the 
mines  and  quarries,  and  of  the  forest,  which  has  been  saved  and  not 
consumed  —  in  some  cases  little  changed,  as  in  gi'ain  or  coal  or  wheats 
in  other  eases  mm^faciured  ;  that  is^  im|HK>ved,  enhanced  in  value  by 

past  labor  —  as  in  buildings,  in  machinery,  in 
and  belongs  to  ships.  And  who  owns  that  capital?  In  the  last 
tbd  li^barers.      analysis  the  persons  who  made  and  saved  it — ibe 

original  laborers  themselves,  or  the  persons  to 
whom  they  gave  it.  Now  the  whole  question  lies  here ;  Is  there  after 
all  any  better  system?  Socialieon  would  gire  it  to  pec^le  who  never 
made  it,  who  never  saw  it,  who  take  no  interest  in  it  —  to  everybody 
indiscriminately  who  does  his  stint  of  work  today.  And  that  without 
regard  to  the  quality  of  the  work  or  its  real  value.  Ob,  but  (socialists 
win  say)  we  dcm't  mean  that.  We  mean  l^hat  the  State — ^that  is,  some 
State  board  —  that  is,  Tom  H^nn  and  Sam  Sli(jk  and  Hans  Dinkel- 
Imm^ — shsdl  say  what  each  man's  labor  is  worth  and  pay  him  accords 
ingly.  And  here  is  the  first  difficulty :  How  determine  what  that 
labor  is  worth  ?    You  make  a  pair  of  boots,  or  you  build  a  ship,  or  you 

write  a  book,  or  you  paint  a  picture,  or  you  spend 
Present  system  ten  years  of  study  and  one  year  on  models  and 
of  division.  invent  the  telephone — would  you  rather  sell 

your  boots  or  ship,  or  picture,  or  booJc,  or  tele- 
phcme,  to  the  highest  bidder,  freely,  to  the  one  man  or  men  on  eartii 
yon  can  find  who  can  best  understand  it,  or  values  it,  or  is  willing  to 
pay,  as  they  do  in  South  America,  ten  dollars  for  a  pair  of  boots — and 
m  New  York  a  hundred  Aoosand  £or  a  picture  —  would  you  rather 
submit  the  value  of  your  labor  thus  to  the  markets  of  the  world  ?  Or 
to  Sam  Slick  and  Tom  Flynn  and  Jiaas  Dinkelheimer  ?    I  can  tall 
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you:  If  your  work  is  any  grooc/,  you'll  want  the  markets  of  the  world;  if 
you're  a  bad  workman,  you'll  want  a  political  b<Mtfd — Slick  and  Elynn 
and  Dinkelheimer.  So  there'll  be  plenty  of  bad  workmen  under  socialicun. 

I  repeat,  on  the  economic  side  these  are  the  changes  pro- 
Socialist  posed  by  socialism — Capital  —  that  is,  old  crystallized 
^Stem.     labor  "  which  has  been  saved  —  to  belong  to  everybody, 

instead  of  those  who  made  or  saved  it.  Wages,  — that  is, 
the  reward  or  value  of  labor,  —  to  be  judged,  appraised  and  fixed  by 
some  State  board,  the  State  itsetf  making  the  deduc^on  for  the  reward 
due  capital;  i.  e.,  the  amount  necessary  to  restore,  renew  or  increase 
plant  and  machinery,  buy  the  raw  materials,  pay  for  transportation  and 
pay  the  salaries  of  aU  tibe  State  offidals  necessaiy  to  see  Uiat  all  these 
things  are  wisely  and  properly  done.    Which  is  the  better  system? 

But  you'll  say  it's  not  true  the  person  that  made  the  cap- 
I^arge  1^  now  owns  — look  at  Vandwbilt,  Morgan,  Cam^ie, 
Portunes.  Rockefeller.  Well,  now,  the  first  Vanderbilt  was  a  boat- 
man, and  he  saved  his  earnings  and  built  railroads,  and 
the  resolt  he  1^  to  his  diildrra —  but  in  doing  tiiis  he  created  andde* 
veloped  the  entire  railway  system  of  the  United  States.  Morgan  makes 
his  money  because  most  of  the  widows  and  trustees  for  orphans  and 
raoaU  {Nroperty-ownero  will  buy  the  stocks  and  bonds  he  brings  out  and 
and  recommends  —  if  be  gets  too  large  a  eommismon  for  this,  it  is 
either  because  they  are  stupid  and  are  willing  to  pay  too  much,  or  else 
because  men  of  Morgan's  judgment  are  rare  in  the  oommnmty.  Cam^e 
and  Rockefeller^ — well,  if  they've  made  more  than  their  share,  it's  the 
fault  of  the  tariff,  which  our  Republican  friends  tell  us  is  designed  to 
benefit  the  State  and  not  the  individual,  and  that's  pure  soeialiun ;  or  of 
the  trusts  and  un&ir  railroad  rates,  and  those  again  oome  from  the 
Republican  habit  of  looking  at  the  million  of  dollars  and  not  the  man, 
and  allowing  the  million  to  exploit  the  consumer.  Don't  blame  bad  laws 
on  d^ocracy,  but  tiy  and  cure  them.  And  if  a  few  individuals  do 
make  too  much,  owing  to  the  invention  of  corporations  and  the  manipu- 
lation of  stocks,  clap  on  a  legacy  tax — there's  always  got  to  be  a  show- 
down when  a  man  dies*  But  if  you  want  to  ^Msourage  m^  to  do  good 
work,  you  can't  prevent  the  first-class  man  from  getting  now  and  then 
more  than  his  share  of  prizes,  (corporations  are  part  of  the  necessary 
machinery  of  moduli  industry  and  President  Eliot*  has  wdl  shown  that 
on  the  whole  they  are  a  benefit  to  tiie  community. 

^"^^Americati  Coniribatioiis  to  CivUfsstioa  Ivy  C.  W.  Eliot,  pp.  66-50. 
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The  fact  is,  tliere's  a  great  deal  of  nonsense  talked 
Number  of        about  this  mouopolizatiou  a£  wealth,  and  the  lazy 
CMpiialists."    capitalists.    Do  you  realize  how  mnch  eajntal  it 

takes  to  enable  a  man  to  be  idle  and  spend  as 
much  as  a  skilled  mechanic  earns — about  $30,000,  i£  money  brings  in 
5%  and  dedoeting  taxes.  HowBiany  capitalists  are  tiiere  with  $30,000 
in  this  whole  country?  There  is  no  way  of  telling  ;  but  perhaps  100,000 
out  of  80,000,000,  And  how  many  of  these  are  idle  ?  Perhaps  5,000 
— ^Ibose  aare  the  ones  you  read  about  in  the  newspapers. 

And  about  this  division  of  earnings  between  labor 
Division  now  capital — the  Massachusetts  Bureau  of  Labor  Statis- 
between  tics  tell  me  thtM^  in  1900  the  ratire  United  States 

Labor  and  produced  113,004,400,148.  The  entire  value  of 
Capital.  the  capital   invested   was   $9,317,434,799— only 

about  three-quarters  as  mueh  as  the  value  of  the  product — of  whieh 
about  a  bilHon  was  land,  a  billion  and  a  half  buildings,  two  billions 
and  a  half  machinery  and  tools  and  four  million  and  three-quarters  raw 
materials  and  cash.  And  of  this  product,  thirteen  biUioiis»  a  little  over 
seven  billions  and  a  quarter  went  to  pay  for  the  raw  materials  con- 
sumed,— over  a  billion  for  expenses  (freight,  etc.,)  and  two  billion  and 
three-quarters  for  labor  and  services — ^leavii^  two  billions  for  capital — 
that  is,  to  pay  interest,  insurance,  taxes  and  profits  on  the  ten  billions 
invested,  including  all  new  construction.    Can  the  State  do  better?* 


♦U.  S.  CENSUS,  1900:  MANU^^ACTUBES. 

Vatoe  of  product,  ineluditig  custom  woric  and  repairing,  $13,004,400,143  for  all 
industry  in  U.  a   

Total  $13,004,400,143 

Cost  of  materials,  wages  and  expenses    11,090,214,589 


Total  diare  of  capital  in  product  ,   $1,905,185,604 

The  "coat  of  matonab,  wi^^ and  expeiues  weiemade 
VB^  as  follows : 

Cost  of  materials  used  in  all  industries  in  U.  S   7,345,413,651 

Total  wages  in  all  industries  in  U.  S   2,322,333,877 

Total  Salaries  in  all  industries  in  U.  S   403,711,233 

Total  miseellaaeons  ei^naea,  all  iodoatriea  in  U.  8.. .  1,087,765,778 


$11,009,214^ 

And  the  total  capital  invested  in  the  whole  United  States 
was  as  follows : 

Land  ,  .•  $1,027,463,140 

Buildings   1,450,495,991 

Machinery,  tools  and  implements  ••••  2,543,080,244 

Cash  and  sundries  4,796,405,424 


Total  $9,817,434,799 
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And  then  l  emember  the  taxes.  Socialism  pro- 
State  now  takes  poaes  to  take  all  a  man's  produce,  and  give  it 
Two-£Ah9  in  to  the  State,  restoring  to  the  man  tid^^  for  ^  the 
Taxes.  social  value  of  his  labor."    The  idea  is  that  after 

the  State  has  taken  enough  to  pay  its  own  sala- 
ries and  pay  for  getting  new  raw  material  and  madhinery  and  providing 
the  capital  necessary  for  future  enterprises,  and  given  the  man  tickets 
enough  for  his  support,  there  will  still  be  a  surplus  which,  somehow  will 
get  back  to  the  man  who  made  it — ^in  the  form  of  free  libraries,  or  pic- 
ture galleries,  or  city  l)and  concerts  or  something  of  that  sort.  We've 
got  many  of  those  things  now.  But  the  point  I  want  here  to  make  is 
that  the  Stote  already  in  the  form  of  taaces  takes  a  mighty  big  part  of 
the  gains  of  capital.  You  know  what  investments  bring  in  Massa- 
chusetts— allowing  for  losses  and  bad  debts,  4^  is  a  large  estimate. 
The  State— using  the  word  in  the  Soeialist  sense,  county,  city  and  town 
— ah-eady  takes  fl6.80  of  that  in  taxes.  That  is,  if  a  man  has  f 1,000, 
of  which  the  income  is  $40,  the  State  already  takes  about  $17  and 
leaves  the  owner  <mly  $23.  Under  soeiaiiwi,  tte  State  would  get  the 
whole  $40 — ^but  only  after  paying  a  good  many  officeholders  their  sala- 
ries— and  what  is  more  there  wouldn't  he  any  $40.  For  nobody  pretends 
that  labor  would  be  as  productive  undw  somaUsm  as  it  is  to-day ;  and 
it  would  take  mighty  little  change  to  wipe  out  thk  #23  entirely.  My 
own  opinion  is  that  there  wouldn't  be  any  surplus. 

But  tiiere  is  another  qu6sti<m  bdkHre  we  come  to  sur- 
Mowvaluea  plus.  How  are  you  going  to  determine  the  value 
Man's  Labor,  of  a  man's  labor  "  —  the  amount  of  his  wages  ?  Most 

oi  the  orthodox  Socialists  say,  the  wages  must  be  the 
same  for  everybody — the  artist  who  paints  the  picture,  the  priest  who 
buries  us,  the  professional  base-ball  player,  the  physician,  the  com- 
mander of  a  great  steamship,  and  the  stoker,  the  Italian  navvy  and  the 
nuner  and  the  farm  laborer — must  all  be  paid  the  same  amount  f  cnr  tiie 
same  number  of  hours'  time.*  Well,  granting  this — it  probably  took 
Watt  five  minutes  to  think  of  the  steam  engine — would  you  pay  him 
for  five  minutes'  work?  £venif  he  made  his  own  models  and  you  paid 

*  l^noe,  tim^ore,  all  men  are  necessary  to  one  another  in  the  fonotioning  of 
the  social  (n^ganlm,  9SI  men  should  share  alike  in  the  distribution  of  the  piodnets  ot 
society.   .    .  . 

One  labor  is  as  useful  to  societv  as  another.  All  differences  of  talent  and  skill 
are  equalized  in  the  totality  of  the  social  product.  .  .  .  — Economic  Dlsconleni^ 
r.  <r,  Hagerty^  Terre  JIaafe,  lad. 
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Ilim  for  the  m<mtlis  or  evm  years  it  took  him  to  work  on  them,  it  would 
still  be  a  very  small  sum — most  of  us  would  not  dare  to  sit  and  think 
about  steaiu-eugines,  because  we  might  never  invent  a  steam-engiue^ 
and  th^,  our  work  bmng  of  no  social  value,"  we'd  get  nothing  at  all. 
We'd  rather  feel  sure  of  our  wages,  and  peg  slioes.  But  there's  an- 
other trouble — ai'e  you  going  to  pay  the  sauie  wages  to 
Support  oi  a  single  mam  of  twenty  that  you  do  to  a  man  of  forty 
'Woateu.        with  a  wife  and  ten  children?    I'm  not  raising  any 

fcdse  difficulties :  1  understand  youll  have  State  pen- 
simis  for  the  old  who  can't  work;  but  how  about  the  women  and  ohil- 
dr^i  ?  For  I  am  sure  under  the  millenium  of  socialism  you'll  not  make 
married  women,  certainly  not  children,  do  labor — we  are  almost  succeeding 
on  that  last  point  now.""  Wh^  will  you  do  ?  Give  a  man  an  extra  allow- 
BMB  for  his  wife  and  for  each  of  his  children?  If  you  don't,  they  can't 
live ;  if  you  do,  I  apprehend  you'll  have  a  good  many  loafers  with 
large  families.  If  you  don't  give  a  man  money — or  labor  tickets,  I  don't 
eaie  what  you  call  it  —to  support  his  wife  and  children,  the  State  must 
do  it ;  and  then  what  becomes  of  the  family  ?f  Perhaps  there  won't 
be  mj  family ;  perhaps  there  won't  be  any  wife.    Most  logical  social* 

ists  already  admit  that  the  system  is  incompatible  with 
Regulation  marriage.  Anyhow,  the  state  must  control  it,  must 
of  Marriage,  r^ulate  it  4  you  can't  get  married  withcmt  the  con- 
sent of  scMTue  government  official ;  and,  to  prevent  an 
OVCT-supply  of  feeble  or  degenerate  offspring,  you  must  first  get  your 
own  State  permit  and  then  the  State  must  pass  on  the  qualificatiims, 

*  This  is  not  so  sure,  however.  Schjiffle  says,  '*  the  employment  of  women's 
labor,  now  no  longer  needed  in  the  family,  would  tind  its  fitting  place  without  effort." 
This  appears  to  me  the  strangest  of  all  the  strange  utterances  of  socialism,  ^^o  longer 
needed  in  the  flunily  I  —  I  can  easily  conceive  ttie  existence  of  factories  withont  women 
workers,  but  that  woman  should  be  set  free  from  the  family  in  order  to  enter  the 
factory,  strikes  me  as  being  a  eomjdete  inversion  of  the  order  of  nature. 

t  "Under  a  militant  eystem,"  says  Herbert  Spencer,  *'that  piurt  which  does  not 

take  part  in  battle  and  war,  composed  of  slaves,  serfs,  women,  etc.,  constitutes  the 
commissariat.  How,  indeed,  are  women  to  be  paid  for  their  household  labor,  children 
for  their  support,  under  a  socialist  system  ?  If  they  are  paid  by  the  State  they  will 
be  dependent  on  the  certificate  or  character  or  reference  given  by  the  husband  or 
master.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Stale  allowance  is  paid  to  the  hnsband  the  woman 
viU  he  as  mnch  his  slave  as  in  <HrteBtal  eouniries.^* 

X  ^Dislribation  according  to  work  is  the  sound  economic  principle,  and  therefore 
tibe  jinst  one.  Mario  ,  .  .  leaves  room  for  the  play  of  the  hereditary  principle  and  of 
OOmp^tion  to  some  extent,  and  he  allows  the  free  choice  of  occupation  on  similar 
glOimds.    Men  will  work  best  in  lines  their  own  tastes  and  powers  lead  them  to.   .  . 

Tliis  condition  of  things  can  only  be  realized,  first  if  population  is  regulated ; 
a^ond,  if  nnpatodnctive  labor  is  suppressed  ;  and  third,  if  th^  means  €<  labcur  are  made 
ommoQ  property.  •  . 
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physical  and  lueutal,  of  your  proposed  wife,  perhaps  forbid  her  bearing 
children  and  insist  on  a  divorce  if  they  dont  like  the  breed.  I'm  not 
talking  nonsense — or  if  I  am,  it  is  nmis^&se  <rf  socialism;  it  is  the 
logi(  al  result,  if  the  state  is  not  to  be  swamped,  and  the  deep  thinkers, 

the  classical  socialists  all  admit  it. 

Bat  many  Socialists,  seeing  the  absurdity  of  the 
Different  Plans  wage,  try  wildly  at  deferent  systems.  One 

of  Determinrng  says,  some  labour  being  pleasanter  thau  others, 
Wages.  most  receive  less ;  the  painter,  or  the  doctor,  or 

professional  base-ball  player,  must  actoally  get 
less  than  the  dredger  and  the  ditcher.  Otherwise  we  d  all  want  to  be 
doctors  m  base  ball  players  w  state  officials — and  who  is  to  deter* 
mine  it  ?  Only  the  State— that  is,  it  would  depend  on  tiie  favor  df  Sam 
Slick  and  Tom  ilynn  and  Hans  Dinkelheimer — that  is,  it  would 
result  in  the  most  awful  corruption  and  tynumy^aad  a  man  would  have 
uo  escape ;  no  trade  union  could  help  him,  no  ccnnpeting  employer 
could  give  him  a  show.  The  judgment  of  Hans  and  Tom  and  Sam 
would  be  final  and  last  his  lifetime.  He  might  emigrate,  and  he  prob- 
ably would,  if  there  was  any  nation  not  yet  a  sodalist  community,  as 
they  are  now  doing  from  Australia. 

Ol^iers  i^ain  say  no ;  we  will  pay  men  accorcUng  to  the  time  they 
have  taken,  not  only  in  doing  the  work,  but  in  l^uning  the  trade.^ 
Again  1  say,  how  will  you  pay  Watt  for  the  steam  engine.  Bell  for  the 
telephone,  Lorenz  for  his  bloodless  surg^,  Shakespeare  for  his  plays  ? 
He  wrote  some  of  them,  perhaps,  in  a  week  How  can  you  possaUy 
compute  the  time  it  took  Watt  to  learn  enough  to  invent  the  steam 
engine,  Lorenz  his  snzgeary,  Sarg^  to  paint  his  frescoes  in  the  public 
library  ?  Then  there  are  other  sodalists  who  say  the  State  will  be 
wise  enough  to  reward  every  man  according  to  his  merits,  pay  every 
man  the  exac^  measure  of  tiie  whole  value  of  his  work  to  the  conxmun- 

*  It  is  evident,  therefore,  that,  taking  all  men  in  the  organic  interdependence, 
exobWHSe-value  does  not  permit  a  distinction  in  the  quality  of  labor.  It  is  the  quan- 
tity of  labor  which  counts.  The  man  who  works  for  a  day,  whether  making  bistoury 
knives  or  wagon  axles,  gives  his  life  for  that  day.  The  value  of  the  wealth  whieb  he 
creates  in  that  day  is  not  measored  by  its  relation  to  other  wealtli  so  created  bat  by 
itsrdattoalothalwhidkistiiesmireeaDdnomdf  aU  vid^  labw.  .  .  . 

Under  a  proper  economist  system,  whejr©  the  organic  people  would  own  all  the 
means  of  snbsistraee,  these  social  units  of  labor-time  would  be  eqnalissed  in  the 
higher  trades  and  professions  by  the  nation's  giving  full  share  of  the  necessities  and 
comforts  of  life  to  the  men  and  women  engaged  in  the  apprenticeship  or  study  which 
is  required  to  fit  them  for  a  fruitful  after-discharge  of  their  duty  and  service  to  their 
feUow-meu.    .    .  .^Leibkneckt. 
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ity.  How  much  of  the  earnings  of  a  great  railroad  is  a  clerk  in  the 
freight  office  entitled  to  ?  How  much  a  comet  player  ?  How  mnch  an 
insurance  agent  ?  And  finally  they  settle  down  on  what  is  after  all 
the  logical  result :  pay  everybody  alike,  but  let  us  all  take  turns  in  do- 
ing all  kinds  of  wrark.  Let  mi  each  be  sfaomuaker  one  iraek,  watch- 
maker the  next,  miner  the  third,  farmer  the  fourth,  ofBce  holder  the 
fifth,  and  so  on.    Isn't  it  absurd  ?* 

Gentlera^  —  C^y  God  is  wise  enough  to  de- 
Present  system  termine  a  man*s  value.  And  the  next  thina^  to 
bestm  divine  wisdom  is  the  collective  wisdom  of  humau- 

itj —  not  the  ocdleetive  iwdsdom  of  our  Tom,  Sam 
and  Hans  —  but  that  general  judgment  of  mankind  which  1  have 
termed  the  market  of  the  world.    As  we  know,  even  the  wisdom  of  all 

men  combined  does  not  reward  a  man  aeoording  to  his  deserts  

qomAj  it  does  not  until  after  he  is  dead  —  but,  on  the  whole,  it  makes 
a  better  shot  at  it  than  any  committee  of  three,  or  five,  or  fifty  can  do.f 

So  much  for  the  difficulty  of  apportioining  wages. 
The  ^^^Wpias  Now  for  the  product  Wages,  as  our  socialists  ad- 
ProducL'^  mit,  can  oidy  come  out  of  pro(hicts,  and  they  now 

claim  that  they  don't  get  their  fair  proportion  of 

•  "It  is  difficult,"  says  Father  Rickaby,  «'to  formulate  proposals  which  crumble 
away  in  the  act  of  patting  them  into  definite  shape ;  proposals  the  authms  of  which, 
prefer  to  leave  them  vague  and  general,  or  if  anyone  has  come  forwaid  with  a  scheme 

more  detailed  than  the  rest  the  others  are  sure  to  protest  that  they  are  not  answerable 
for  the  absurd  details  of  this  addition.  Hence  the  critic  of  such  a  socialism  has  many 
questions  to  ask  which  he  cannot  get  answers  to.  He  is  obliged  to  think  what  answers 
are  possible  uid  then  to  follow  it  up  and  see  what  it  involves.  No  working  drawing, 
■o  to  speak,  of  socialism  has  yet  been  niade  by  its  architects  and  yet  some  of  ^em  are 
bold  enough  to  cry  out  for  the  demolition,  sudden,  violent  and  total  of  the  present 
edifice  of  civilization.  Before  a  man  consents  to  have  his  house  tumbled  about  his 
ears  he  will  insist  upon  inspecting  precise  and  accurate  plans  of  the  new  palace  into 
which  be  is  invited  to  migrate." 

"The  last  thing  the  wise  will  counsel  is  the  rushing  into  vlsfamary  and  untried 
schemes  of  reform  ;  and  such  a  scheme  as  this  socialism  certainly  is. 

The  owner  of  the  poorest  cabin  would  not  barter  it  for  the  promises  of  the  social* 
ists'  paradise." 

•*In  a  socialist  state  .  .  .  the.snblimer  moods  which  make  saints,  heroes  and 
men  of  genius  possible  would  no  longer  be  called  forth.'' 

'*  Not  only,  then,  is  the  socialist  theory  of  the  source  ci  value  unsatisfactory,  but 

the  methods  by  which  it  is  proposed  to  bring  about  a  more  equal  distribution  of  wealth 
are  either  impracticable  or,  if  applied,  would  lead  to  greater  eviU  than  those  from  which 

we  actually  suffer.'*'' — Bishop  Spaulding. 

t  On  page  109  Gronlund  says  that  the  new  order  is  one  where  every  worker  will 
be  remunerated  according  to  resultSy  and  says  this  is  in  no  sense  communistic.  It  is 
certainly  not,  and  I  have  only  to  add  that  if  he  can  get  any  such  system  he  will  have 
meeeeded  in  applying  a  divine  wisdom  to  human  affiiirs,  but  fai  no  other  case  has  he 
pretended,  nor  does  any  socialist  pretend  to  remunerate  every  worker  according  to 
results.  Thaty  they  say,  would  bring  back  all  the  eidls  aiid  inequaUtkeof  the  modem 
system. 
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the  products.    They  say  there  is  a  great  snrplus  value  which  is  now 

appropriated  by  individuals,  the  capitalists,  and  which  under  socialism 
would  go  to  the  laborers,  or  at  least  to  the  State,  and  be  distributed 
by  it  alter  it  had  got  its  rakeoff  for  new  capital  and  political 
salaries.  How  much  is  this  great  share  which  now  goes  to  the 
capitalist?  I  have  told  you  what  it  is  in  the  United  States,  about 
one-seventh  of  the  toi^  product — to  be  exsiest,  $1,905,185,604  out  of 
$13,004,400,143  ;  and  taxes  have  to  come  out  of  this.  Mr.  Dewe}  ,  a 
socialist  from  Girard,  Kansas,  has  written  a  book,  The  Ideal  Repub- 
lic," in  which  he  says  thai  under  a  system  of  Stote  sodalism  tiie  av^ 
age  income  of  each  family  would  be  somewhere  between  f6000  and 
$12,000  a  year,  and  that  every  laborer  would  enjoy  all  that  is  now 
enjc^ed  by  John  WanamaW>  Do  you  believe  it?  The  day  I  see  any 
<^nce  of  its  proving  true,  I'll  be  the  most  enthusiastic  socialist  you 
ever  saw.  AH  the  gold  in  the  world  today  would  hai'dly  give  eaeh 
person  $5  apieee.  The  French  eoraumiists  say  the  income  of  aXL  the 
people  of  France  grouped  into  households  of  four  people  each,  would 
give  each  household  only  about  sixty  cents  a  day.  Flint,  of  Edin- 
burgh, tells  us  ^bat  if  the  wOTkmen  of  £ngland  were  to  obtain  all  the 
profits  of  the  capitalists  to  themselves,  even  in  those  trades  where  there 
is  most  capital  needed,  they  would  scarcely  receive  four  shillings  a  week 
more  than  they  do  now*  It  is  imposmble  to  caleulate  exactly  in  the 
United  States  because  we  can^t  tell  what  part  of  the  amount  paid  cap- 
ital went  for  repairs,  improvements  and  taxes :  but  if  the  workmen 
could  get  it  all  they  would  certainly  not  receive  half  as  much  again  as 
they  get  today.  It  is  probably  a  large  estimate  to  put  it  at  twenty 
per  cent. 

But,  gentL^Doen,  no  man  can  fairly  study  the 
Production  under  sdi^es  of  socialism  and  believe  that  after  the 
Socialism*  laborers,  competent  and  incompetent,  lazy  or 

diligent,  have  had  a  bigger  wage  than  is  now 
paid,  and  after  the  army  of  State  offfieials  and  supervisors  have  had 
their  salaries,  and  future  capital  is  provided  for,  there  will  be  any  sur- 
plus value  whatever.*     The  margin  now  is  very,  very  small.  After 

*  The  real  question  for  socialists  to  answer  is,  not  whether  It  is  just  to  pay  private 
capitalists  for  the  service  society  accepts  at  their  liands,  but  whether  society  can  perforin 
this  service  better,  or  more  economically,  without  them;  whether,  in  short,  the  abolition 
of  interest  would  conduce  to  any  real  saving  in  the  end?  This  practical  question, 
oraciiJ  tboai^  it  be,  is  one,  ho#erer,  to  whkii  they  addom  address  themselves— they 
pntb^  eacpatilattDg  in  doudfer  regfons.   The  qneetion  auqr  not,  widt  our  ptesBpt 
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paying  labor  and  freight  and  buying  raw  material  and  making  a  simple 
interest  provision  for  capital — and  even  under  socialism  the  State 
would  do  this,  or  else  divide  the  principal  cost  of  construction  and  re- 
placement among  a  series  of  years,  which  is  jnst  the  san^  thing — ^it  is 
almost  doubtful  if  there  is  any  surplus  to  amount  anything  now.  A\  hat 
we  always  forget  when  we  damn  the  present  system  is  that  while  some 
capitalists  make  great  gsuns,  oth^  make  great  losses*    When  a  man 

sinks  a  million  in  an  unsuccesful  industry,  an 
1/OSSeS  of  CUpitul  unproductive  mill,  it  has  all  gone  to  labor — it 
tth-day.  has  Hterally  been  given  away  to  labor — not  only 

has  the  capitalist  got  no  return  on  his  capital, 
*  but  he  has  given  away  the  capital  itself — blown  it  in,  as  it  were — ^to  the 
mechanics  who  built  hk  mill,  the  farm  laborers  who  grew  his  raw  mar 
terial,  the  sailors  and  railway  men  who  moved  it,  lastly  and  most  of  all 
to  the  women  and  men  who  worked  in  his  mill  during  all  the  years  it 
took  to  prove  the  experiment  a  foilure.  Now  under  soeialifiHai  the  State 
would  shoulder  the  loss — and  it  would  have  to  be  made  good  from  that 
"  surplus  value  "  created  by  the  laborers  in  more  productive  industries.* 
The  state  will  make  no  foolish  experiments  ?  I  hear  some  socialist  say. 
— ^If  the  state  risks  no  foolish  experiments,  civiliasation  will  stop,  pro- 
gress be  arrested,  and  we  shall  get  at  once  into  the  condition  of  China. — 
Whatever  can  be  said  against  the  present  system,  wages  are  paid  any- 
how, while  capital  sometimes  is  not ;  and  capital  now  can  only  be  spent 
in  the  process  of  giving  employment  to  labor.  Socialism  forbids  this ; 
we  could  <mly  eaA»  or  waste.    The  great  Baring  failure,  they  say,  sank 


experience,  admit  of  a  definitive  and  authoritative  answer  ;  Lut  the  probabilities  all 
point  to  the  conclusion  that  capitalistic  management  of  production,  costly  as  it  may 
seem  to  be,  is  really  cheaper  than  that  by  which  socialism  would  supersede  it. 
Capitalistic  management  is  proverbially  unrivalled  for  two  qualities  in  which  bureau- 
cratic management  is  as  proverl^ly  defictont — eoonomy  and  enterprise.  Socialists 
complain  much  of  the  hosts  of  mid<Uemen  who  are  nourished  on  the  present  system^ 
the  heartless  parasites  who  eat  the  bread  of  society  without  doing  a  hand's  turn  of 
real  good  ;  but  their  own  plan  would  multiply  vastly  the  number  of  unnecessary 
intermediaries  depending  on  industry.  Under  the  regime  of  the  capitalist  there  are. 
we  may  feel  sure,  no  useless  clerks  or  overseers,  for  he  has  the  strongest  peraonu 
int^est ;  in  the  soeiatin  MandariBale,  tiie  interesi  lies  the  oUier  way. . iCoe,  p.  880. 

•  "No  council  of  the  wisest  men  in  London,  although  invested  "with  absolute 
powers,  coald  feed,  dothe,  lodge  and  employ  the  populaUon  of  that  city,  were  no  man 
allowed  to  act  without  having  th^  authority ;  were  no  competition  permitted,  no 
buying  and  selling  and  were  wages  and  prices  prohibited,  and  some  supposed  strictly 
rational  determination  of  what  labor  was  to  receive  and  what  commodities  were  to  be 
exchanged  for,  adopted  instead.  The  problem  can  only  be  solved  by  leaving  each 
man  free  to  seek  his  own  intnest  Even  th«i,  as  now,  nnmerow  mistakes  will  occur, 
but  the  errors  of  one  man  connteraet  those  id  momet.  For  the  mifitikes  of  eol« 
toettvism  there  is  no  rmicdy." 
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a  hundred  and  fifty  million  of  dollars ;  it  was  all  lost  to  capital,  but  al- 
most every  dollar  of  it  went  to  pay  the  wages  of  some  laborer.  The 
only  dollars  that  didn't  were  those  that  went  to  buy  some  land^  or  right 
of  way,  or  legislator — and  those  ultimately  got  down  to  labor  just  the 
same. — Perhaps  you  think  there'll  be  no  bribery  of  legislators  mider 
aocialism?  Why?  there  won't  be  money,  but  there'll  be  soup-tickets 
— mean  labor  tickets — just  the  same.  Only,  when  you  bribe  Sam 
or  Tom  to  give  you  a  place  on  the  city  base-ball  team  instead  of  work 
on  the  dumps,  you'll  have  to  give  him  ^ough  to  spend  all  the  rest  of 
his  life,  if  there's  any  danger  of  his  getthig  found  out — for  he  won't  be 
able  to  invest  it  or  speculate  with  it,  as  he  can  now.  Or  perhaps  you 
think  the  day  we  adc^  somaliam  we'll  make  all  men  aagda?  If  so,  we 
need  no  laws  at  all  and  anarchy's  the  thing,  not  socialism.* 

I  say  now,  and  I  say  it  boldly,  the  so-called  sur- 
JV6  Surplus  Value  plus  value  of  labor,  after  youVe  diaq^  against 
under  Socialiam.    ^t,  as  you  ought  to  do,  all  capital's  losses— that 

is,  all  capital  which  has  gone  to  pay  the  labor  in 
other  industries  that  didn't  earn  their  cost  and  nmning  ejqpenses — all 
the  surplus  value  tiiat  r^naanit  isn^t  enough  to  pay  for  the  extra  dili- 
gence and  inventiveness  and  genius  and  enterprise  that  is  called  forth 
by  the  present  system ;  which  promises,  at  leafit,  to  reward  a  man  ao* 
cording  to  Ua  deserta  and  let  him  keep  his  rewards, — or,  if  he  chooses, 
give  it  away,  foimd  worthy  works  of  charity,  hospitals,  education, 
scientific  investigation,  as  many  of  tham  now  do.  Still  less  does  it  suf* 
fioe  to  make  up  the  diffearence  between  work  into  whic3i  a  man  throws 
his  heart  and  work  in  which  all  but  the  exceptional  man  in  a  thousand 
will  take  no  interest  I  do  not  say  there  will  not  be  an  oooacdonal  great 
doctor  who  will  invent  ^kikmjixmxL,  an  artist  who  will  paint  a  great  pic- 
ture, and  want  no  pay,  but  the  fame  of  it.  But  will  you  tell  me  that 
the    fame  "  of  peeing  a  pair  of  shoes  a  little  better  tiian  the  next 

*  First— Under  socialism  individuals  would  have  no  sufBctent  personal  interest  to 

labor  energetically  or  to  economise  prudently.  Second— The  great  waste  of  inspec- 
tors or  other  government  officials  lo  see  that  people  did  their  work  properly.  Third— 
The  entire  deprivation  of  foreign  trade.  CoUectivists  do  not  deny  this,  for  they  know 
they  cannot  i^ow  how  international  trade  can  be  carried  on  without  prices,  profits 
interest,  canency ;  in  a  word  they  destroy  the  whole  coliectiviBt  system.  There  is  a 
conspiracy  of  silence  about  it.  One  most  obvious  consequence  is  that  hnU  of  oar 
present  population  would  have  to  emigrate  or  starve.  Moreover,  how  will  it  increase 
and  maintain  capital  ?  It  has  deliberately  stopped  all  the  existent  sources  of  capital- 
ization, all  motives  to  economy  and  investment ;  it  will  not  allow  individuals  to  use 
their  savings  as  capital.  It  must,  therefore,  find  it  by  some  process  of  taxation,  but 
laea  axe  desiroos  of  saving  e^^ti^,  bat  not  desfapoi^ 
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man,  or  doing  a  dozen  or  so  more  a  day,  is  going  to  make  999  out  of 
1000  take  aay  particular  trouble  about  it?  On  the  oontrary,  wifl  not 
our  good  nature  lead  us  when  old  Bill  Smith  who  sits  next  m  in  the 
shop  can't  work  so  fast  as  he  used  to,  or  when  Mary  Kobinson  gets 
tired  or  has  bad  eyes,  not  to  work  ourselves  much  more  rapidly  or  better 
than  they  do  ?  It  will  do  us  no  good,  they'll  tell  us,  and  do  them  great 
harm ;  they'll  get  a  bully-ragging  from  the  inspector,  or  perhaps,  if 
wages  are  not  to  be  uiulorm,  t^eir  pay  envebpe  doeked — ^perhiq»9  even, 
if  the  State  is  to  insist  on  a  given  standard  of  work,  they'll  ^^get  tibeir 
tirae  " — and  it'll  do  us  no  harm  to  work  easy.* 

And  this  raises  anotl^rpoint — is  the  state  eveat  to 
Discbarge  and  discharge  workmen  ?  If  yes,  what  will  they  do — 
Compulsory  get  their  tickets  without  labor  ?  Who  would  work 
Work.  and  where  would  the   sur|dus  value ''  be  ?   If  no, 

how  can  we  prevent  general  idling?  Shall  the 
State  compel  work  ?    How  ?  by  inspectors — overseers — nigger-drivers  ? 

Australia  is  the  country  were  ^  experiment  of  so- 
'*  Government  cialism  has  been  most  largely  tried ;  and  there  they 
Stroke*^ ^  already  have  a  thing — a  kind  of  labor — which  they 

eall  govermnent  stroke."  You  will  hesur  contract- 
ors, government  officers,  gravely  say  that  building  will  ts&e  so  long  to 
build,  free  labor — it  will  take  so  much  longer  "  government  stroke/' — 
The  rsulroad  will  cost  so  much  by  private  contract,  so  much  if  built  by 
**  butty-gangs,"  direct  pay  feom  the  Stete. — ^  Qovemment  stroke."  It 
is  a  recognized  phrase.    Can  you  guess  what  it  is  ?    The  people  of 

*l)r.  Shaffle,  author  of  the  "Quintessence  of  Socialism,"  wrote  a  later  book 
called  The  Impossibility  of  Social  Democracy,"  he  having  become  convinced  that 
the  theory,  however  attractive  as  a  theory,  would  never  work  in  practice.  Among 
othw  tilings  he  says  that  social  democracy  promiaea  a  fabuloas  inereaae  in  tiie  net 
reaolta  of  actual  production,  which  is  delusive,  for  it  cannot  give  either  to  the  em- 
ployer or  the  employed  the  highest  individual  interest  in  the  work,  or  any  responsi- 
bility for  profits,  or*not  sufficiently  strong  and  attractive,  reward  for  individual  pre- 
eminence, or  punishment  for  far  or  unproductive  work,  so  that  the  system  would  not 
distantly  approach  in  efficiency  even  the  capitalistic  system  of  today. 

Democratic  Collectivism  undertakes  to  suppress  what  is  called  "exploitation," 
No  one  can  determine  the  real  value  contributed  by  the  laborer  to  his  productf  or  the 
Talne  of  tiie  product  itself,  and  the  moment  he  xeo^ves  less  tban  that  real  value  he  is, 
by  the  pinbciples  of  social  democracy  itself ,  exploited*  Hie  private  capitalist  could 
no  longer  exploit  the  wage  laborer,  but  laborer  could  very  really  exploit  laborer ;  the 
administrators  those  under  them  ;  the  lazy  the  industrious  ;  the  impudent  their  more 
modest  fellow  workers,  and  the  demagogue  those  who  oppose  him.  It  would  be  the 
very  system  to  lend  itself  most  fieely  to  exploitation.  M«rz*8  vampire,  "  the  Cap- 
iti&t,**  would  diow  npaa  a  highly  req^ectable  figure  compared  with  the  Social  Dem- 
ocratic parasites,  hoodwinkers  of  the  peoph),  a  maj<»i^  of  idtom  and  aluggpucda.  Hie 
l^ata  would  be  the  aich^vaiDviie.  .  \  .^JBoft. 


Australia  call  the  government  the  -milch^ow."  And  what  do  the 
men  do  who  don  t  want  to  work  government  steoke  " — who  don't  waat 
to  be  pvmnoted  only  by  seaiorify  so  iSbak  they  may  work  twenty  years 
on  a  railroad  and  remain  a  fireman  at  a  fireman's  wages— paid,  it  is 
true,  by  the  State  ?  What  do  they  do  ?  They  go  into  private  employ, 
meat    When  they  can't  find  that,  they  emigrate. 

1  say  then,  boldly,  that  so  far  from  there  being  a  great 
Conclusion,    surplus  under  socialism  to  be  divided  xound,  so  fx 

from  there  being  partaidges  to  fly  into  oar  mouths 
ready  buttered,  and  yachts  and  automobiles  and  free  shows  to  be  had 
for  the  asking,  the  universal  condition  will  be  about  as  good  as  cer- 
tainly no  better  than— that  of  the  oidixiaay  meohamc  today.  And 
th^re  will  he  no  hope  of  any  improvement.    We  shall  be  at  the  end. 
Life  will  be  one  dead,  dull  roimd ;  everybody  will  work  and  nobody 
will  have  any  heart  in  hia  work.    There  will  be  no  hope  ot  escape  ;  no 
man  can  better  his  condition^  by  going  from  one  factory  to  another,  or 
by  changing  his  trade ;  probably  that  will  not  even  be  allowed.  And 
this  we  can  see  must  be  so^  and  for  these  reasons :    First,  tiie  general 
laziiiessandindifference— ''government  stroke;''  second,  the  absence 
of  inventiveness,  enterprise,  broadening  out  into  new  industries,  which 
characterize  the  present  system  —  some  of  whidi  may  fiul,  but  all  of 
which  ^^te  demand  for  labor ;  third,  the  enormous  waste  caused  by 
the  swarms  of  government  inspectors,  supervisors,  detectives,  created  to 
see  that  work  is  properly  done.    For  the  history  of  municipal  empfey- 
ment  is  the  same  the  world  over:  set  one  man  at  work  and  you  must 
set  another  man  to  watch  him.f 


*v  a  socialist,  sa^^^  Democratic  Collectivism  promises 

tbe  abolition  of  the  wage  system  and  of  all  private  service,  which  iuvoives  the  contin- 
uous enslavement  of  the  proletariat  » Wage^avery '  Is  to  be  sapetseded  by  a  system 
of  universal  service  directly  for  the  community  :  the  whole  of  productive  labor  would 
be  placed  in  the  position  of  a  paid  official  department  of  the  Democratic  T?epublic  " 
In  the  existing  order  of  society  the  mass  of  officials  who  make  up  the  administration, 
both  central  and  local,  although  they  have  the  great  advantages  of  immediate  and 
"^^JT^^l^^  .^^^P9^^  it  at  the  pnee  of  very  strict  obedience 

towards  often  the  most  insignificant  and  spiteful  nominees  of  faivozitism,  and  in  tbe 
face  of  very  great  uncertainty  as  to  impartial  and  fair  advancement  on  the  ladder  <rf 
promotion.  The  freedom  of  the  individual  would  lose  in  a  de^ee  which  democracy 
wraw  by  no  means  tolerate."  .  .  .  Hence  Democratic  Collectivism  itself  would 
^  *  W8*»  dftpw  *e  most  sensitive  self  respect,  without  leaving  as 

much  freedom  afi  does  the  present  system  of  private  service,  in  the  ch^  rf  employ- 
ment and  employer,  or  a  place  of  abode.  Its  only  equality  would  be  Hiat  no  one  was 
in  any  wise  independent,  but  all  slaves  of  the  majority. 

t  Despite  the  experiments  of  municipal  socialism  more  things  have  been  given  up 
by  cities  that  were  entirely  administered  by  them  in  older  times,  than  have  been 
aaopted  under  modem  conditions.  For  instance,  the  medieval  ci«y  and  AnntWwtal 
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And  these  c<mciti8i(mfl  are  perfectly  borne 

Present  Experiments  out  by  the  facts  in  all  eases  where  State  or 
in  SocisUism.  municipal    socialism   has  yet  been  tried. 

Austealia  is  dead ;  immigratum  ^ere  has 
stopped,  land  is  going  out  of  cultivation,  the  farmers  are  on  the  brink 
of  ruin,  the  government  insolvent.  New  Zealand  —  a  great  Island  with 
only  700^000  people^  containing  the  most  fertile  wheat  land  ib  the  wcurld, 
raisin<r  26  bushels  to  the  acre,  and  so  remote  that  there  can  be  rto 
foreign  competition  with  its  labor  —  New  Zealand,  of  which  we  hear  so 
mneh,  is  stagnant ;  no  capital  is  condng  in,  people  with  capital  are  emi- 
grating, the  only  industry  remaining  prosperous  is  the  trade  in  troxm 
sheep.  The  gi  eat  borough  of  West  Ham,  part  of  East  London,  a  city 
ol  nearly  300,000  pec^le^  tried  munidpal  socialism  about  ten  years 
f^,  with  the  result  its  taxes  rose  e^htMd,  until  the  small  householder 
had  to  pay  more  than  half  the  annual  value  of  his  house  in  taxes,  the 
great  industries  threatened  to  leave  and  finally,  <mly  last  year,  ike  pop- 
ulation —  and  mind  you,  it  is  all  a  laboring  population,  there  are  no 
capitalists,  wa^'hourgeois'"  in  West  Ham  —  rose  in  revolt  and  voted 
the  socialists  out  (rf  office.  The  city  of  Hamilton,  in  Ohio,  was  for  many 
years  pointed  to  with  pride  as  the  gieat  successful  socialist  town  in  the 
United  States  —  it  ran  its  own  gas,  electric  light,  and  I  don't  know 
what  eke  bemdes  the  usual  functions  we  allow — and  what  was  the  re- 


cities  up  to  quite  recent  times,  ran  the  churches,  had  full  administration  of  all  religious 
matters.  All  cities  np  to  about  the  time  of  the  French  Berdation  even,  were  in  the 
habit  of  passing  ordinances  under  which  the  personal  affairs  of  the  individual  were 
regulated  almost  to  the  extent  that  modern  socialism  desires  to  regulate  them.  Hardly 
any  freedom  of  action  was  permitted.  Citizens  were  requirt^d  to  marry  ;  were  required 
to  wear  specilied  kinds  of  clothes ;  were  required  to  engage  in  certain  trades  and  the 
method  of  carrying  on  the  trades  was  restricted  in  every  parttoulaTf  as  is  proposed  by 
modem  socialism.  Maltbiesays  *'There  is  less  regnlation  by  municipal  ordinance  to-day 
than  during  the  eighteenth  century,  not  to  mention  the  ancient  Grecian  laws."  In 
fact,  the  only  general  increase  of  modern  municipal  socialism  is  in  the  administration 
of  water  works,  although  gas  works  and  electric  lighting  plants  are  also  beginning  to 
be  common. — I>r,  Maltbie,  in  ^''Municipal  Affairs^'*^  N.  F,,  1898. 

Gronlund  shies,  like  every  other  socialist,  at  any  adequate  attempt  to  work  out 
the  maciiinCTy  of  socialism  in  detail.  I  quote  his  exact  words,  p.  125.  Volumes 
would  be  requisite  to  give  an  adequate  conception  of  all  the  benefits  to  be  conferred 
by  the  co-operative  commonwealth  in  detail,  for,  as  has  been  truly  observed  by  the 
German  political  economist.  Professor  Schaeffle,  *  It  requires  yeai-s  to  think  one's  self 
into  it. '  '*  It  certainly  does,  and  Prol.  Sdmeffle,  whom  Gronlund  qnoteSf  gave  up  the 
attempt,  for,  some  years  afterwards,  he  wrote  a  second  book,  not  the  one  which 
Gronlund  so  much  admimi,  and  this  second  book  is  called  ''The  Impossibility  ot 
So^ai  Democracy." 
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ult  ?    Last  year  the  mayor  said  it  was  insolveut  aud  Jud<je  Craue 

actually  petitioned  the  court  to  appoint  a  receiver  for  the  city. 

OS  mmtioa  ^  few  practical  examples  of 

Australia  and   socialism.*     There  is  no  State  in  the  modem 

New  JScaland.     world  which  has  yet  ailopted  the  complete  system. 

The  only  states  which  have  made  serious  steps  in 

iliat  direction  are  the  provinces  of  Australia  and  New  Zealand,  and 


*  The  Social  Democracy  Ked  Book,  Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  IDOO,  contains  the 
following  on    New  Harmony    aud  other  American  experiments : — 

p.  11.  Under  a  new  consUtadim  members  *'were  to  be  famished  as  near  as  can 
be  with  similar  food,  clothing  and  education  and  as  soon  as  possible  were  to  live  in 
similar  houses.  Actual  communism  was  begun  in  January,  18*2(5.  In  February  Mr. 
Owen  was  requested  to  aid  in  conducting  the  concerns  of  the  commauity  for  one  year, 
and  the  result  was  a  temporary  betterment  of  the  situation. 

At  the  end  of  the  month  the  community  was  divided  into  four  sodeties  m  an 
effort  to  restore  harmony,  .  .  .  and  the  *«New  Harmony  GaE^'*  editoraily 
acknowledged  the  community  a  failure.    .    .  . 

p.  13.  Fourierism  followed  tlie  Owen  activity  as  a  second  enthusiastic  national 
movement  and  was  doomed  to  like  disaster.  Few  of  the  associations  attempted  to  put 
even  half  the  elaborate  social  scheme  of  Fourier  into  practice,  (in  fad,  it  would  have 
been  almost  impoarible  to  do  so)  but  their  figure  did  not  come  £rom  that  fact,  but 
because  of  the  imposdbflity  of  reforming  society  in  spots.  To  borrow  a  simile,  the 
little  reform  ialanda  are  sure  to  be  engulfed  by  the  sea  of  capitalianitiB  methods  of 
living.    .    .  . 

p.  19.  The  success  of  the  Wisconsin  phalanx,  whidi  operated  under  a  state 
charter,  was  undoubtedly  due  to  its  leading  spirit,  Warren  CliaBe,  who  was  an  inquirer 

of  others  and  abo  a  remarkably  good  manager.  He  insisted  that  the  colony  keep  out 
of  debt  and  inaugurated  other  wise  precautions.  Shares  were  sold  at  825  each. 
When  the  end  came  in  the  spring  of  1850,  owing  to  the  younger  members  having 
caught  the  land  speculation  fever  that  raged  in  the  round  about  country,  forty  thousand 
dollars  was  realized  on  the  property  aad  divided  among  the  members.  The  paper, 
*«The  Gleaner"  which  had  been  published,  was  suqiended.  The  Ommso  exp&baaimt 
had  been  materially  successful,  but  not  socially  so. 

p.  26.  The  discord  did  not  cease,  however,  and  Cabet  finally  proposed  a  separa- 
tion, one  faction  to  go  to  Iowa.  The  anti-Cabet  faction  got  control  and  internal  war 
broke  out,  the  civil  authorities  having  to  intervene  to  prevent  blood-shed.  Cabet 
tried  to  brii^  about  the  dissolution  the  colony  in  the  state  courts,  but  the  plan 
&itod.  He  also  tried  to  get  the  legisdalore  to  amml  the  oommmii^'s  chartor  but  the 
vote  resulted  unfavorably,  55  to  9.    .    .  . 

In  1876  the  younger  members  asked  for  a  separation.  It  was  ref  lised  and  iinaily 
the  matter  got  into  the  courts. 

On  August  17, 1878  the  dieuit  court  dedared  tiie  colony  charter  forfeited,  and 
the  upshot  was  that  the  domain  was  divided,  ...  E.  F.  Bettanier,  the  last  pres- 
ident of  the  Icarians  says  that  it  was  not  financial  embarrassment  that  caused  dissolu- 
tion. Each  family  occupied  its  separate  house,  and  lived  well  and  enjoyed  life.  The 
number  was  too  small,  and  some  had  children  living  outside,  whom  they  wished  to  be 
vrith. 

p.  64.   In  this  sketch  of  the  development  of  the  Socialist  movmimt  in  America, 

we  have  seen  first  the  Utopian  forms  of  Socialism,  Communistic  Socialism,  and  finally, 
in  the  Socialist  Labor  Party  a  kind  of  Socialism,  or  rather  of  Socialistic  propaganda, 
in  which  a  hierarchy  ruled,  and  which,  besides  heresy-hunting  among  its  own  members, 
instinctively  stood  for  a  Socialistic  state  in  vrfaich  the  administration  of  affairs  would, 
to  say  the  least,  be  bureaacratie.  Such  an  administration  would  be  quite  apt  to 
develop  into  a  despotism.  Presented  in  saeb  a  fl|kirit,  SoeiaUsoL  had  litUe  attraction 
for  the  Yankee  lover  of  freedom.    ,    .  . 

p.  65.  The  party  which  had  this  mission  to  perform  was  formed  during  1897, 
reconstructed  the  following  year,  and  is  to-day  the  leading  Socialist  party  of  the 


therefore,  these  are  cited  by  Mr.  Lloyd  and  other  socialists  as  paradises 
of  prosperity,  particularly  for  ihe  wmkingman.  Is  this  so?  I  mi  in* 
debted  to  Professor  Hugo  R.  Meyer  of  Harvard  for  soiue  cold  facts  and 
govenuuent  statistics. 

All  these  States,  as  you  probably  know,  nre  nmaXL 
Government  New  South  Wales,  the  largest,  had  in  1897  1,323,000 
Statistics.  population,  Victoria  1,176,000,  New  Zealand  729,000 
Papulation.  and  the  o^r  states  still  less.  In  the  State  of  Mas- 
sachusetts we  have,  as  you  know,  nearly  3,000,000. 
Now  first  as  to  the  growth  of  the  population-  Since  Socialism  has  been 
adopted  it  has  hem  praetdeally  stationaasy.  The  best  test  of  the  pros- 
perity of  a  country  is  the  immigration  into  it.  If 
Jjaimigratiou.    you  look  at  a  chart  drawn  to  scale  showing  the 

yearly  i«mugration  to  this  country  smoe  you 
will  find  that  in  every  period  where  there  has  been  a  rising  wave  of 
prosperity,  you  will  find  a  rising  wave  of  immigration.  Particularly 
is  tins  true  of  the  emigration  hem.  Great  Britain,  which  is  <hi  the 
whole  more  intelligent  and  more  composed  of  ddUed  laborem  tiian 
any  other  coimtries.  Xow  an  official  return  to  the  House  of  Commons 
dated  as  late  as  May  7,  1900,  shows  that  the  immigration  to  Austraha 
from  England  in  the  years  from  1853  to  1860  amounted  to  25%  of 
the  total  emigration,  of  which  half  were  assisted  by  the  State.  In 
the  years  1898  to  1900  it  was  only  b%  while  .66^  went  to  the 
United  States.  Now  take  ^  total  ^nnigration  fxmn  1881  to  1887. 
The  annual  average  of  immigTation  over  emigration  into  Australia  and 
New  Zetland  was  46,000  in  the  years  1881  to  1887,  and  was  only 
2,000  in  1898  and  700  in  1899,  and  had  it  not  been  for  the  Western 
Australian  gold  fields,  there  woidd  have  been  a  heavy  euiigi-ation  from 
Australia.  In  other  words  the  people  are  leaving  the  country.  For 
instance,  in  both  1896  and  1897  thwe  were  only  10,000  more  people 
went  into  Australia  and  New  Zealand  than  came  out,  and  in  those  same 
years  58^600  went  into  the  gold  mines  of  Western  Australia.  Had 
it  not  been  fi»r  the  ctisoomy  of  g«dd,  nearly  40,000  people 

United  States,  while  tlie  Socialist  Labor  Party,  autocratic  and  boas-ridden,  is  split  m 
twain  and  poisoned  unto  death  by  its  own  virus.    Its  mission  is  past  and  its  demise 

will  not  be  mourned.    ...  .  ,  ,  • .     ^       ,  . 

p.  91.  From  the  start,  Mr.  Wsylaad  says,  there  was  no  social  life  at  Ruskin. 
I  ariced  him  if  lie  thoiq^t  he  could  do  better  if  he  should  try  again.  He  said  he  knew 
of  one  way  to  make  such  a  colony  succeed,  and  that  would  be  to  hire  people  to  live  in 
it  and  pay  them  a  salary  for  living  there  1  .  •  . 
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would  have  left  the  country  during  those  two  years  more  thta 
came  into  it.  Let  us  take  New  Zealand  alone.  From  1861  to  1885, 
2T9,400  people  m&A  into  New  Zealand  more  than  came  out  of  it ; 
an  annual  average  of  11,000,  while  in  tiie  yeaw  1886  to  1891, 
after  the  adoption  of  socialism,  there  waa  an  actual  net  loss  of 
17,200—  about  8,000  each  year  left  the  country.  Since  then  there  haa 
been  a  very  slight  gain,  in  the  years  between  1892  and  1901,  amounting 
to  about  3,000  a  year,  as  against  11,000  before  the  time  of  sociaHsm.* 

Now  let  u»  take  the  condition  of  agriculture,  which 
Agriculture,    with  dairy  fanning  oomprisea  30^  of  the  entire 

production.  The  yield  of  wheat  is  only  10  bnsb- 
eb  an  Mse  as  against  12  in  the  United  States.  The  amount  of 
land  under  wheat  decreased  from  2,017,321  acres  in  1901  to  1,753,164 
acres  in  1902.  This  is  in  Victoria.  The  decrease  in  New  Sonfli 
Wales  and  South  Australia  was  proportionate.  1  have  not  time  to 
read  the  figures.  The  dwarease  was  due  to  tJ»  bmhi  gwng  to  the  cities 
where  they  could  get  government  work.f  Finally,  the  latest  news  comes 
from  Duhith,  where  the  Northwestern  JVIiller,  published  as  late  as 
December  80th  hist,  only  ax  weeks  ago,  states  that  the  hai-vest  this 
year  in  Australia  will  amount  to  13%  less  tium  in  the  j^wnona 


 '  *  EXCESS  OIT  IMMIGUATION  OVER  EMIGliATION. 

Aostnlia  and  New  ZeaJand. 

ANNUAI-  AVEKAGE.  AKHUAL  AVBIUMl. 

ia8itn1R87    46,000       1895   ^,900 

 js  ;:::--;:::::::::::::::::  ''§SS 

^^n'adn  not  been  for  the  imungralion  West«m  Auateato  (^d  fields)  tbeie 
would  have  been  a  heavy  net  emigration  from  AtuMlia  to  1894  to  18W. 

Net  iuiinignrtioii  into  Western  Australia^ 
18M  iSoOO      18»6  18.400      1896    86,000      1897    22,600 

•  IsEW  ZEALAND. 

^  TOTAL  AOTHTAI.  AVERAGE. 

NET  IMMIOKAWOW-  TOTAU     ^ 

1861  to  1885  r'lVi  1 T oim rnet lonl  "^000 

1886  to  1891  [net  loss]   [net  lowj  -.^ 

1892  to  1900  •   ^ 

t  Area  under  wUeat-^.^^^.^  N.  S.  Watai'  So.  AnstnOia 

•  AORKA  ACRES  AOMB 

^oMtv^  1  753  164   1,387,434   1,743,462 

JXXn  ni  2  017  321    1,530,600   i,yio,-fi»i 

'"^Falling  off  du; 'in  part  to  crop  failures-but  ^-^^^^^  ^STT"^ 

making  work  upon  pubUc  works  too  attractive-^exaeaslve  w«ges-8  horns  »  d^. 

"Government  stroke." 
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season  in  Victoria,  representing  a  ^li§^e  of  23^  for  the  three  states  of 
Australia,  which  the  Northwestern  Miller  says  is  due  to  an  unfortunate 
falling  off  in  the  area  of  land  eultivatod;  and  inqpartataona  have  bew 
arranged  for  from  America,  as  it  is  not  even  sufficient  for  home  re- 
qmivoients. 

Now  let  us  take  ite  oonditkm  of  manufactures* 
MaiMUfactntes.    That  is  very  simple,  says  Prof.  Meyer.    There  is 

no  manufactiu'ing  of  steel  or  iron  of  any  kind  and 
aQ  tlie  industries  subsidiary,  that  is,  such  as  are  necessary  to  mp- 
ply  \  he  people  localty.  Thtej  msSkB  practically  nothing  for  exportation 
and  really  make  nothing  for  their  own  production  except  such  things  as 
cost  too  much  in  freight  to  send  over  from  othw  eooiitries.  The  gov- 
enmient  madune  i^iops  are  so  bad  tibat  1^  State  has  had  to  buy  Bfdd- 
win  locomotives  from  us.  New  South  Wales,  in  desperation,  has^ 
adopted  a  policy  of  free  trade.  Yet  in  no  country  is  thcsre  a  largw 
proportion  of  intelli^^t  English  speaking  skilled  mechanics  than  in 
Australia.  They  never  had  any  pauper  immigration  as  we  have  had  it^ 
and  they  have  a  high  standard  of  popular  education. 

The  prices  of  exports  frmn  New  South  Wales  fell  38^  in 
Mxports.    the  years  from  1885  to  1898,  while  the  railroad  rate& 

increased  in  proportion.  The  foreign  trade  figures  o£ 
New  Zealand  are  simply  lu^erous.  The  isknd  is  so  ridi  that  it  growa 
26  bushels  per  acre  of  wheat,  and  by  its  situation  sh(ml(l  have  a  monopoly 
of  trade  at  least  with  the  islands  of  the  Pacific  and  in  supplying  the 
soitthem  whalers.  The  annual  average  of  all  this  trade  from  1888  to- 
1893  was  only  £140,700,  about  1700,000  ;  from  1895  to  1900  it  was 
only  £132,500,  about  1650,000  *  Hardly  a  Massachusetts  viUage  that 
does  not  send  out  more  stuff  t^an  this,  and  the  total  farade  of  the  whole 
colony  is  hardly  bigger.  The  official  statistics  show  that  the  entire 
value  of  exports  of  domestic  manufactures  in  New  Zealand  from  1888 
to  1893  was  Ml^QO,  whioh  in  1895  to  1900  had  afarank  to  ^94,000^ 


*lfEW  ZSALAND. 

Exports  to  Mauds  in  the  Pax^ific  and  Southern  Whale  Eisheiy, 

1888  to  18»3  ^140,700 

1886  to  1900  ,   133,600 


one  million  and  a  half  of  dollars.*    Evm  this  beggarly  oid^ut  was 

composed  almost  entirely  of  two  articles,  hemp  and  hides.  Capital  is 
rapidly  leaving  New  Zealand  and  no  new  capital  coming.  In  fact^ 
Prof.  Meyer,  miio  has  just  retomed  from  a  fengfliened  stay  in  those 
communities,  tells  me  that  there  is  only  one  live  industry  in  the  whole 
place  today,  and  that  is  the  frozen  sheep  business. 

One  great  tronUe  with  the  Australian  farmar  is  the  rail- 
RBilroad  road  rates.  And  yet  socialism  tells  ns  how  happy  we 
BLSLte^        shall  be  when  railroads  are  managed  by  the  State.  The 

Anstralian  roads  charge  3  omts  a  ton  for  general  traffie, 
just  about  four  times  the  average  amount  charged  in  the  United  States. 
On  wheat  and  grain  they  charge  from  IJ  cents  to  li  cents  per  ton  a 
mile  as  against  « to  |  cents  in  the  United  States,  nearly  six  times  as 
much,  yet  the  railroads  are  being  run  at  sadi  a  tremendons  loss  as  to 
bankrupt  the  colony.  The  condition  of  the  Australian  farmer  will  be 
appreeiated  when  1  tell  you  lliat  it  costs  as  wmkk,  to  carry  a  bushdl  of 
wheat  from  the  farmer  in  Australia,  200  miles  to  the  sea  coast,  as  it 
does  to  carry  a  bushel  of  wheat  from  Chicago  to  Liverpool. 

Let  us  take  up  the  cost  of  tiie  railroads.  In  1899  there 
RailroadSm    were  3,143  nules  of  railway  built  at  a  cort  d 

£36,000,000,  which  had  been  paid  for  by  £39,000,000 
worUi  of  bonds,  and  upon  these  £39,000,000  there  was  a  debt  of 
£10,000,000,  one  quarter  of  the  entire  amount, — fw  interest  due 
which  the  railways  had  not  been  able  to  earn.  The  total  cost  has  so 
&r  been  £49,000,000  to  the  State,  about  $80,000  a  mile.  The 
United  States  cost  of  a  railroad  per  mile,  built  in  our  western  states, 
where  the  country  resembles  that  of  Australia,  varies  from  $12,000  to 
$20,000  per  mile,  according  to  the  price  of  steel.  The  state  railways 
of  YietMia  w^  run  at  a  loss  of  £376,000  in  1899,  £388,000  in 
1900,  and  £458,000  in  1901,  according  to  the  Melbourne  Argus  of 
July  3,  1901. 

IJEW  ZEALAND. 

*  Sbcporls  ot  dcNQMtic  manu&ctuies. 

Annual  average  Talus  in  £^ 

1888  to  1893     1895  to  1900  1888  to  T893     1895  to  1900 

Ale  and  beer   1,930   1,832      Soap   4,200   2,500 

Apparel   10,313   3,402      Woolens.   18,900   11,900 

tCordage   1,985   1,547      Otfier  58,800   58,700 

Leather   51,200  101,700  

Flu»niiiom(Qemp)  256,600  116,000  Total  X414,000  £294,000 

Source :  Statiiliaiof  the  Cdcmy  ci  New  Zealand,  1801  and  1900.  Offidal  doeamenlB. 
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The  same  paper,  August  14,  1899,  says  that  tint 
Xoss  hy  small  colony  suffered  a  net  loss  of  104,000  people  by 

MsaigraiiQii.    emigratioii  in  the  six  years  preceding,  which  is  as 

nmeh  in  proportion  as  if        entire  popolaitian  of 
Boston  had  left  the  state  of  Massachusetts. 

But  what  is  the  reason  of  this  failure  of  the  railways? 
Public  Dr.  Deldn,  the  prime  mmister,  said  m  1895  tiiat  »tfae 
ScTVicem  system  had  offered  no  reward  to  able  and  aspiring  men 
and  had  repressed  energy  and  originality,  and  •  •  .  that 
he  never  oonld  forget  ibe  ^am  wlmli  politioal  management  had 
brought  about,  the  degradation  which  it  had  imposed  on  mem- 
bers and  the  demoralization  which  it  had  sown  throughout  the  ser- 
vice.'' Almost  all  of  the  puMic  servants  have  come  to  live 
Railway  have  their  being  in  politics,  and  the  resulting  demorali- 

I^abar.  zation  had  increased  very  rapidly.  The  alarming  increase 
in  the  number  of  railway  accidents  made  it  necessary  to 
deal  with  that  part  of  the  state  servants  which  was  employed  on  the 
railways,  but  the  system  of  promotion  by  merit  had  to  be  abandoned, 
and  ti^  hi^iest  wages  paid  were  not  sufficient  to  aifaract  good  n^  to 
the  service.  Public  Service  Reports  for  1893  said  that  it  would  take 
a  luan  28  years  to  condition  for  all  the  various  classes  of  the  service 
and  become  a  head  of  a  depaitment,  X600  a  yemr,  and  after  1893  all 
promotions  would  discontinue.  Nevertheless,  about  12^  of  the  adult 
male  population  are  employed  by  the  government.  An  ordinary  gen- 
eral election  brings  out  about  60jfc  of  all  the  voters,  so  t^bat  the  public 
employees  cast  in  a  body  about  one-third  of  the  votes  cast,  and,  says 
the  Melbourne  correspondent  of  the  London  Economist,  can  in  an 
mnergency  control  any  election. 

Under  the  Australian  Socialistic  railway  system  it  has  be- 
MffccU    come  necessary  to  appoint  candidates  for  jobs  by  lot,  and  to 

prvnnote  all  employees  according  to  sonority  without  re- 
gard to  merit.  Tlie  effect  of  a  socialistic  system  on  giving  suffiment 
employment  for  labor  may  be  seen  in  the  fact  that  in  the  year  1899 
13,792  p«8ons  applied  for  only  387  vacancies.  In  1901  there  were 
12,387  applicants  for  1100  vacancies.  The  result  is  that  the  commis- 
sioners say  they  are  obliged  to  work  the  railways  under  the  supervision 
of  a  staff  containing  many  ineffi^ent  men  and  a  good  number  oi  m&a 
not  amenable  to  discipline. 
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Now  let  us  take  up  the  condition  of  the  State  debts. 
State  Debt.    At  the  close  of  1894  Victoria  had  a  funded  debt  of 

j&48,000,000,  or  ^0,000,000,  as  against  $13,472,628 
in  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  with  more  than  double  <lie  populattmi. 
The  eai'uing  power  of  the  property  for  which  this  debt  had  been  in- 
curred was  than  the  amount  pf  interest  at  about  4^  by  £720,000, 
and  this  deficit  absorbs  about  one  quarter  of  die  total  tax  of  the  colony. 
In  despair  the  government  was  driven  to  use  its  trust  funds  to  meet 
this  defiant.  In  othw  words  to  take  the  money  that  the  people  had 
deposited  in  its  savings  banh».  At  the  same  time,  instead  of  being 
able  to  spend  more  money,  the  state  spent  less.  The  expenditure  had 
bera  lowered  fixun  ^9,645,000  in  1889  to  <£7,310,000  in  1894.  The 
amount  of  money  taken  from  tlie  savings  bank  deposits  to  meet  this 
deficit  went  to  the  enormous  sum  of  £0,609,000,  about  $33,000,000, 
which  in  a  sense  may  be  said  to  have  been  stolen  from  the  people  to 
make  good  the  waste  of  government  management.  Today  the  colony  is 
bankrupt  and  without  credit.  The  amount  spent  for  wages  is  very 
much  less  than  was  spent  20  years  ago.  Taxes  are  higher  than  ever 
before,  manu&ctnres  are  decreasing  and  tibe  people  are  rapidly  leaving. 
Such  is  the  result  of  a  partial  socialistic  experiment  in  the  intelligent 
colony  of  Victoria.  The  people  here  were  educated  whites,  English, 
Irish  and  Scotch,  of  the  same  blood  as  our  own,  and  were  protected  by 
thousands  of  miles  of  sea  from  any  competing  country,  and  it  may 
fairly  be  said  that  under  no  circumstances  and  by  no  country  could  the 
experiment  of  sodalim  have  been  tried  yntii  better  hopes  of  being  a 
success. 

I  have  no  time  to  speak  of  New  South  Wales, 
New  South  Wales.    Init  the  same  history  exists  theze^  so  that  the 

Prime  Minister,  Sir  Henry  Parks,  who  had 
started  with  being  a  socialist  himself,  made  a  speech,  December  12, 
1888,  in  whieh  he  oondemned  the  effect  of  sodalism  on  the  peopleand 
urged  the  government  to  sell  ite  railroads,  ^ill,  as  I  have  i^wn,  tihe 
railroads  are  not  run  for  the  benefit  of  the  people.  In  New  South 
Wales  for  instance,  the  average  value  of  exports  at  the  seaboard  fell 
from  100  in  1884  to  64  m  1898.  The  railway  charges  should  have 
fallen  proportionately,  as  they  did  in  this  country,  but  they  only  fell 
from  100  to  80,  In  the  United  States,  on  the  other  hand,  taking  ex- 
actly the  swotte  years,  the  average  price  fell  tnm  1884  to  1898  from 
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100  to  only  82  against  64  in  Australia,  but  the  freights  charged  by  thft 
nttlzoads  feU  fioia  100  to  71,  as  against  80  in  Australia.  * 

Now  let  us  consider  tiie  condition  of  the  people  themselves. 
Wildes.    First  as  to  wages.    The  Victorian  Year  Book,  states  the 

wages  of  farm  laborers  in  1878,  about  the  time  of  the  begin- 
ning of  the  sodaUstie  experiment  at  18s  per  week,  that  is  about  $4.50, 
of  plowmen  21s9d,  that  is,  about  15.25,  and  marrieil  couples  26s6d,  or 
say,  $6.50.  The  wages  of  mechanics,  the  Victorian  Year  Book  says, 
follow  dosely  the  course  taken  by  the  wages  of  Saxm  labor.  But  in 
1897,  twenty  years  later,  in  spite  of  the  tariff,  these  wages  of  farm 
laborers  had  fallen  to  14s3d;  plowmen  17s;  married  couples  21s2d; 
that  is,  for  ordinary  LOMners  about  $8.50  a  week,  or  say,  60  cents  per 
day,  as  compared  with  a  general  rate  of  certainly  $1.50  in  the  United 
States,  and  the  striking  thing  is  that  skilled  mechanics  get  little  more. 
The  result  is  that  several  thousand  pers<»QS  have  taken  to  agricultural 
pursuits  in  the  years  1890  to  1896,  and  the  net  emigratimi  from  the 
colony  of  able  bodied  men  amounted  to  125,000.  Meanwhile,  in  1899, 
there  were  49,100  males  employed;  in  1898  only  82,400  and  with  the 
general  condition  of  manufactures  so  much  less  vigorous  still  in  1898, 
as  shown  by  the  fact  of  the  growing  tendency  to  re])lace  male  labor  by 
fenudes.  Between  1886  and  1898  the  number  of  females  employed 
had  increased  from  6,300  to  14,000,  at  the  same  time  tiiat  tibe  number 
of  males  employed  was  heavily  decreasing. 

The  savings  in  the  savings  banks,  (which  indeed,  did  not 
Savings,  seem  to  be  very  secure,  for,  as  I  have  already  shown  you 
they  have  just  been  grabbed  by  the  state  for  other  pur- 
poses) are  less  than  one  himdredth  part  as  great  as  in  this  state  of 
Massachusetts,  and  wages  here,  according  to  a  fair  estamste,  axe  at  least 
double  the  amount  paid  there. 


•  NEW  SOUTH  WALES. 


Price  level  of  exports.  Average  receipts  per  ton-mile. 

1884  100  100 

1890   83    96 

1894   68    96 

1806   64   80 

UNITED  STATES. 

Price  level.  Average  reoe^  per  ton-mile. 

1884  100  100 

1890  100    88 

1394   86   83 

1898   Si  .71 
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Take  the  more  delicate  matter  still  of  the  social 
Marriage  and  condition  of  tiie  people.  The  birth  rate  in  New 
Childbirtli.        Zealand  fell  from  37.32  per  thousand  in  1882  to 

25.60  per  thousand  in  1900  and  in  1901  the  New 
Zealand  statistidan  r^rts  that  it  is  still  lower.  Yet  it  is  not  that 
women  do  not  bear  children  in  New  Zealand,  for  during  tiie  same  years 
the  number  of  illegitimate  births  has  increased  from  2.87  in  1882  to 
4.68  in  1900.    This  shows  conclusively,  says  Professor  Meyer,  that 

people  are  afraid  to  marry. 

Such  is  the  state  of  things  in  Australia,  as  shown  by  government 
statistics.  There  was  no  pauper  immigration,  but  a  high  popu- 
lar education,  yet  in  spite  of  this  tiie  blight  of  aodalkin  has  aiv 
rested  its  development  so  that  it  is  to-day  the  least  progressive  of  Eng- 
lish speaking  communities.  It  has  not  even  stood  still,  it  has  actually 
retrograded.  While  in  our  state  of  Massachusetts,  for  instance,  an  old 
community  with  no  vacant  land,  we  have  nevertheless  inraeased  our 
population  from  1,700,000  in  1870  to  nearly  3,000,000  in  1900. 

Our  escorts  for  the  eleven  months  of  the  year 
Compare  with  ending  December  Ist,  1902,  amounted  to  seventy- 
MaSSaehUSetiS,    eigli<^  ^nd  one-half  of  millions  as  against  the  one 

million  and  one-half  of  New  Zealand.  Our  wages 
(skilled)  by  the  figures  famished  by  the  Massachusetts  Buzean  of 
Labor,  avwaged  about  119  a  week  as  against  about  |7  or  $8  in  Vic- 
toria.   Our  total  production  in  1895  was  ^1,035,198,989. 

The  latest  book  before  Professor  Meyer's  is  «  State  ExperimMts  in 
Au8ta»lia  and  New  Zealand,"  written  by  WiUiam  P.  Reeves,  a  member 
of  government,  and  pledged  to  give  tiie  best  account  of  it  that  he  can. 
He  says,  volume  1,  page  33,  "Immigration  to  Australia  has, for  ifci 

  *  HBW  ZEALAND. 

BIrUi-r«te  per  1,000  married  women  of  child-bearing  age-- 
ISSlfr^VsisTs      1886    295.5      1891  276.3      1896   268.1 

1001  fNotyet  published,  but  still  lower  than  1896]. 

The  New  Zealand  statistician  draws  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  causes  that  led 
to  the  fall  in  the  birth-rate  certainly  did  not  affect  the  number  of  iUegitanato  chfl^ 
ren  -thus  Supporting  the  argument  that  there  is  nothing  to  the  dtoiate  of  Sew  Zedttid 
to  cause  sterility  among  the  women  of  European  extraction. 

Proportion  of  illegitimate  Wrtiia  to  every  one  hundred  births- 
1881  ..r..2.85  1886.  8.12    1891  3.49    1896  4.48  19UU  

To  aimreciate  the  force  of  these  figures  one  must  remember  that  in  Aiistralia  about 
««o-i7alf  thP  first  bom  children  of  married  couples  are  of  pre-nuptial  conception. 
Sus  the  figures  show  that  men  are  growing  les^  confident  of  their  abiUty  to  sup- 
port a  f amUy  and  are  leaving  marriage  for  ilUdt  unions. 
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present,  ahnost  oeaeed."  P.  47.,  ""Tlie  pubUc  debt  is  ^270,000,000* 
wbile  the  enlare  population  of  Australia  amounts  to  only  about  three 
millions,  less  than  two  persons  per  square  mile."  Mr.  Reeves  also,  at 
p*  S4,  says  a  nrare  signifieant  feature*  has  been  the  falling  in  the 
birth  rate.    It  has  declined  in  35  years  frmn  42  in  the  thousand  to  27. 

And  in  volume  2,  page  33,  speaking  of  New  Zealand,  "wages  in  the 
ooikmy  fell  generally  between  1879  and  1896.  In  1889  the  mfninrnm 
amoontof  wageato  bepaidinindnsMeswas  fixed  by  law.  ABaiesoltthe 
old  and  slow  workers  in  the  clothing  and  underclothing  trades  were  all 
diaeharged  and  starved  or  became  paupers,"  (voL  2,  page  64).  On  page 
67  lb*  BeeTes  prints  an  <rf^al  state  table,  showing  the  average  wedkly 
wages  paid  in  six  trades  in  the  colony  of  Victoria.  The  rates  in  the 
shoe  trade  vary  from  $1,25  per  week  to  children  of  13  up  to  $6  a  week 
ia  men  of  21  and  av«,  and  to  ddUed  workmen  $11«  In  the  clothing 
trade  the  wages  are  about  the  emne.  In  the  furniture  trade  considerably 
less.  Shirtmakers  receive  from  5  to  12  shillings  a  week  if  under  21 
and  $11  a  week  to  warn  over  21.  AU  tiiis  is  the  wages  of  m^.  In 
the  cases  of  women  they  vary — the  girls  between  13  and  21  from 
4s  lOd  (#1.25)  to  13s  8d  per  day  in  the  boot  trade.  In  the  clothing 
trade  about  the  same,  bat  in  shirts  and  nnderelothing  teades  eonsider- 
alily  less.  The  average  amonnt  paid  per  week  to  all  women  workers  in 
the  boot  trade  is  27s  lid,  rather  less  than  $S ;  in  the  clothing  trade 
22s  6d,or  aboot  ^.50,  and  in  the  shirt  and  underclothing  tiyde  Ids  6d 
and  12s  lOd  respeetivdy,  or  ratl^r  less  than  $4  a  week  in  the  shirt 
business  and  a  little  more  than  83  a  week  in  the  undijrclothing  business. 

Mr*  £eeves  devotes  about  200  pi^^es  to  the  defense  of  the  industrial 
arbitrslion  laws,  but  he  admits  the  enormous  increase  in  the  number 
of  disputes  between  employers  aud  employes  and  states  that  a  good 
many  factories  have  been  dosed  in  consequence. 

H.  W.  Wilscm,  in  the  Ixnoidon  Mail,  quoted  in  the  Boston  Transcript 
March  5,  1903,  says:  — 

"The  finance  of  Australia  has  been  often  criticised,  and  with  reason. 
No  country  in  the  world,  with  the  sole  exception  of  New  Zealand,  which 
is,  however,  far  more  favored  by  nature,  has  to  carry  so  heavy  a  burden 
of  debt.  Each  Australian  is  saddled  with  as  against  the  <£ld  per 
head  that  the  Britu^  popolaticm  has  to  support.''  .  «  • 

"  The  Australian  debt  is  practically  the  creation  of  the  last  thirty 
years.  It  scarcely  existed  before  1870,  in  which  year  the  liabilities  of 
tibe  oomifciy  vm  only  J^28^0,000«   In  1830  it  was  je61,SOO,000 ;  in 


1890,  ^143,660,000 ;  and  at  the  opening  of  1903  it  was  estimated 
by  the  Commonwealth  statistician  at  no  less  thwi  je215,000,000."  .  . 

"  Australia,  in  fact,  like  the  pauper  in  our  modern  palatial  work- 
house, has  OTOrything  done  for  her  by  someone  else.  But  she  lives  on 
Bufteianoe  on  the  patience  of  the  !^itish  taxpayer  and  lender."  •  •  • 

«  So  onerous  is  the  burden  of  debt  becoming  that  already  the  first 
ominous  mutterings  of  the  word  'repudiation'  are  heard."  .  .  . 

««It  istobefeared<iiatthey  have  produced  a  parasite  State  when 
they  imagine  that  they  were  providing  an  example  for  mankind."  .  .  . 

The  London  Times  only  last  fall  published  a  series 
Mnglisb  ^  studies  on  the  five      six  dties  wh^  municipal 

Experiments,    socialism  had  been  adopted  in  England.    The  most 

complete  experiment  was  made  at  West  Hani,  but  the 
l^mes  defines  tiiegraeral  object  of  all  iheeiqperimentsto  be  totransfwto 
elected  bodies,  that  is  to  the  government,  state  or  local,  all  public  service 
industries,  the  expression  being  understood  in  the  widest  possible  sense ; 
aU  the  means  production,  distributioii  and  exchange,  with  the  idea  of 
eventually  securing  an  industrial  OOTMnonwealth-  To  show  how  far  it 
has  already  gone,  it  says  that  in  some  of  these  towns  the  British 
citioen  is  ihB  constant  subject  of  corporation  solicitude  from  the  time 
when,  as  an  infant,  he  is  brought  up  on  nranicipal  nulk,  to  the  day 
when,  as  a  defunct  veteran,  he  is  cremated  in  the  municipal  crematorium. 
The  idea  of  providing  municipal  stco^lized  milk  for  babes  was  first 
started  at  St.  Helens  a  few  years  ago,  the  corporation  supplying  not 
only  the  milk  but  feeding  bottles  as  well,  while  to  each  purchaser  there 
were  given  two  teats  wluch  she  was  required  to  bring  at  intervals  to 
the  corpora^n  milk  store  so  fiiat  they  coidd  be  tested  as  to  their  deaa^ 
liness ! 

To  begin  with,  it  may  be  stated  that  all  these  municipal  exper- 
iments have  resulted  in  a  heavy  loss  to  fiie  commimity  as  far  as 
their  running  expenses  go.  I  do  not  mean  that  this  is  necessarily 
ccmehinve  on  the  question.  1  only  mean  to  call  attention  in  the  first 
mstance  to  this  detail,  that  in  hardly  any  case  has  municipal  manage- 
ment, as  compared  with  private  management,  been  a  success  from  the 
finan^ml  pcmit  of  vicw.  For  instance,  at  Cardiff  the  municipality  has 
engaged  in  furnishing  electric  Kgfat,  ha&ss^  a  oratral  market,a  fish  maiv 
ket,  two  other  markets  and  a  burial  board.  The  capital  expenditures  on 
these  six  iteott  has  amounted  to  ^283,000.  Only  one  of  them,  the  cen- 
tral market,  made  a  proband  iJiat  not  aUowi^  lor  1^  ^^us 
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profit  was  <£779.  The  other  four  made  a  total  loss  of  X4368,  showing 
a  net  loss  of  <£3576 ;  4^  of  the  amount  of  capital  employed  would  be 
Xll,334,  showing  a  tottd  loss  of  just  about  ^15,000,  or  about  $75,000 
a  year,  which  has  to  be  met  by  the  t5tx  payers. 

The  most  complete  experiment  of  all  was  in  the  borough  of  West 
Ham,  an  important  part  of  East  Lcmdon,  including  a  popula- 
tion of  from  200,000  to  300,000.  As  a  result  of  this  experi- 
ment the  rates  of  the  borough  are  now  10s  8d  in  the  pound, 
ihat  is,  the  taxes  amount  to  more  than  half  of  the  actual  in- 
come of  property.  (English  taxes,  as  you  know,  are  levied  not  on  the 
value  of  the  property,  but  on  the  supposed  rental  value,  or  income.)  To 
put  this  state  of  thii^  more  clearly,  it  means  tint  if  a  workingman 
bought  a  house  costing  $2000  on  which  the  income  at  5^  would  be 
$100  a  year,  he  would  have  to  pay  $54  out  of  that  $100  in  taxes.  So 
much  for  money  part  of  it.  To  diow  how  intdligently  die  state  is 
governed,  a  curious  story  may  be  related  :  Two  wiembers  of  the  city 
council,  which  had  charge  of  all  the  expenditures  and  of  all  these  mu- 
nimpal  experiments,  while  sitting  with  what  we  should  call  the  board  of 
aldermen,  were  <^ered  by  their  fellow  members  positions  as  street 
scavengers  at  "273  a  week.  That  is  rather  less  than  $1  a  day.  They 
accepted  the  positions.  Objections  were  made,  as  the  law  forbade  m&i 
to  sit  as  governors  of  the  city  and  at  the  same  time  accept  employment 
from  it,  but  the  men  were  perfectly  content  to  resign  their  positions  on 
iihe  osty  conndl,  or  rather  on  tiie  local  boards  and  labor  coundl,  which 
is  really  in  control  of  the  city  council,  and  become  scavengers  for  the 
very  body  of  which  they  were  members.  This  happened  in  Battersea. 
West  Ham  now  has  a  population  of  oveat  275,000,  and  includes  Victmia 
Docks,  the  Great  Eastern  Kailway  Co.  works,  many  manufacturies  of 
various  kinds,  and  other  large  enterprises.  It  is  mainly  a  laborers' 
emnmmdty.  Of  the  46,000  houses  within  the  bwough,  35,000  are 
cotti^es  that  rent  at  less  than  $100  per  year.  It  is  these  cottages  that 
pay,  as  I  have  shown,  a  tax  of  more  than  half  their  net  income,  and 
tiiey  all  bekmg  to  workingmen.  The  number  of  workingmen  in  the 
actual  employ  of  the  city  is  rather  increased,  and  they  seem  to  be  satis* 
fied.  The  intelligent  workingmen  are  leaving,  or  rather  were  leaving, 
as  fast  as  they  could,  and  the  great  industries  were  also  on  the  point  of 
leaving,  when  a  general  revolt  of  the  mtizens  upset  the  somalist  govern- 
ment. This  is  perhaps  the  most  complete  experiment  in  municipal 
socialiam  tioAt  was  er&t  made.   It  hegm  in  1890,  after  the  giieat  Lon* 
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don  dock  stxike,  which  took  pkuse  mthin  its  limits,  and  it  lasted  just 
about  ten  years.  The  municipality  went  into  various  kinds  of  indus- 
tries, but  oidy  made  a  success  i^i  the  manufacture  of  a  certain  kind  of 
artificial  stone. 

The  rates,  that  is,  the  taxes,  stood  at  6s  in  the  pound  in  1890. 
This  as  I  have  said,  6  s  in  the  pound  of  income  or  rent,  and  rose  from 
that  to  10s  8d  in  1901,  when  in  Novraoiber  the  socialist  r^ime  was 
overthrown  by  an  election,  which  gave  34  seats  to  the  anti-socialists  as 
against  14  for  the  socialists ;  but  it  will  be  many  years  before  the  inhab- 
itants can  makegood  the  loss.  In  Battnsea,  where  die  eiqpeamient  was 
only  partially  made,tiie  rates  went  up  hom  5s  8d  to  8s  in  tvrelve  years. 

But  the  town  most  usually  cited  for  the  success  of  municipal  govern- 
ment is  Grlai^^,  in  SootUnd*  There  is  a  prevalent  impresdon  that 
iheir  enterprises,  notably  the&r  tramways,  have  been  successful  and  wdl 
nmnaged.  Glasgow  started  with  an  excellent  government  and  many  of 
the  memb«s  have  staid  in.  Its  affairs  were,  on  tibe  whole,  well  maop 
aged,  and  the  somalistic  experiment  was  not  nearly  so  complete  as  in 
West  Ham.  Nevertheless,  even  in  Glasgow  they  now  want  to  take 
a  back  track.  Between  1891  and  1901  the  debt  inonased  fnnn 
^£6,000,000  to  ^13,000,000  during  which  time  the  taxable  rental  only 
increased  from  three  and  a  half  to  five  millions.  Rates,  that  is,  taxes, 
w^t  up  from  Is  9d  to  2s  8d,  more  than  50^ ;  but  a  more  striking 
answer  to  those  who  daim  the  ecnnplete  success  of  this  munimpal  ex- 
periment is  the  price  of  Glasgow  bonds.  In  1896  the  3i's  sold  at  139^^. 
They  are  now  118.  The  2^^  were  1031  in  1896,  now  they  are  86. 
This  I  take  fxem  tiie  61ac^|ow  Evwing  Times  of  Mardi  24  last 
And  the  best  expert  we  have,  Albert  Shaw  of  ]New  York,  the  editor  of 
the  Review  of  Reviews,  states  that  on  the  whole  the  Glasgow  railways 
are  not  nearly  so  wdl  managed  aa  ours,  and  have  not  nearly  been  so 
quick  to  adopt  improved  systems  and  modern  service. 

Conductors  on  street  cars  are  paid  93  eents  per  day 
Are  Wages  ihe  first  year,  and  $1.04  tiie  third  year,  while  oon- 
Any  Better?    ductors  on  street  cars  in  New  York  are  paid  $2.00 

the  first  year  and  $2.25  after  that.  The  average 
wages  for  the  railroad  men  in  Glasgow  are  78  eents  per  dby,  wlule  in 
New  York  it  is  $1.88.  Here  we  have  a  difference  of  more  than  100^ 
in  wages  alone. 

Any  one  who  has  toiveled  oveat  the  stroel;  railroads  in  Glasgow  knows 
perfectly  well  that  the  whole  equipment  and  accommodations  are  auti- 
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quated  and  beluud  the  age,  while  the  service  furnUhed  there  would  not 
be  tolerated  in  any       in  tibe  United  States. 

Instead  of  there  being  no  heavy  taxes  in  Glasgow  tliey  are  more  burden- 
some than  in  this  country.  £ents  are  taxed  12i  cents  on  dollar 
tiiat  a  maa  pays^  and  the  own^  of  the  property  has  to  pay  the  same 
amount  of  tax  ;  besides  this,  license  taxes  are  levied.  You  pay  a  tax 
for  every  servant  you  employ  in  the  house,  also  on  every  hrase  or  car- 
mg^ ;  in  fact  you  cannot  torn  ronnd  witiiont  ranning  across  a  tax 
collector. 

Recently  the  Street  Eailway  Companies  of  New  York  were  "  scrap- 
pii^"  a  cable  tram  ^stem  at  a  oost^  thrown  away^  of  over  a  million 
and  a  quarter  sterling.  At  the  very  same  time  the  Corporation  of 
Edinburg  was  putting  down  a  cable  system  in  Princes  street  The 
Municipality  starts  omnibnaes  whm  tiie  rest  of  the  world  is  installing 
horse  trams ;  horse  trams  when  the  cable  system  is  coming  in  ;  electric 
trams  when  subways  and  motor  cars  are  being  adopted  in  the  practice 
of  open  trade.    Officialdom  k  ahroys  behind  the  £sir. 

The  best  opinion  is  that  municipal  management,  in  matters  where  in- 
dividual management  is  possible,  is  wasteful  and  improgressive.*  The 


*  Mr.  Arthur  Chamberlain,  J.  P.,  in  a  letter  of  Sept.  5,  1902,  to  Mr.  A.  J.  Leeson:— 

"No  Benons  aigmnent  has  been  advanced  to  show  that  the  ratepayers  must  be 
better  off  if  th^y  work  it  themselves  than  if  they  lease  it  I  onderstand  the  aiKument 
that  whatever  profit  there  is  in  this  monopoly  the  ratepayers  should  have  ~  and  I 
agree  ;  but  1  distinguish  between  the  profit  that  is  due  to  the  grant  of  a  monopoly 
and  that  which  attaches  to  the  employment  of  capital  and  its  management.  The  one 
fiiumld  be  certainty  ;  the  other  must  always  be  a  speculation.  Now,  I  say,  let  the 
ratepayers  take  the  certainty  and  leave  ttie  speculation  to  the  speculatoxa  I  sug- 
gested in  my  previous  letter  that  undertakers  should  be  approached  and  invited  to 
say,  (1)  whether  they  are  prepared  to  accept  the  council's  reasonable  conditions  as  to 
service  and  fares ;  and  (2)  what  annual  payments  they  are  prepared  to  malf^  to  the 
city  in  return  for  a  lease  of  the  monopoly.'^    .    .  . 

"  It  is  a  mlBtato  to  sc^^ose  tbat  tiie  profits  of  undertakingB  are  necessarily  ob- 
tained at  the  expense  ci  the  pobUc.*' 

The  difference  between  a  municipality  leasing  its  tramways  and  working  them 
itself  in  London  is  a  profit  of  £39,450  on  one  small  system  against  a  profit  of  £9,000 
on  all  the  rest.    The  Chairman  of  the  London  County  Council,  Sir  John  McDougall 
iahis  aaniisl  address,  October  7, 1902,  said  : 

"The  traffic  receipts  during  the  year  of  the  tramways  woriced  by  tiie  Cotineil 
amounted  to  £433,329,  and  the  balance  left  from  the  working  of  the  tramways  after 
paying  capital  charges,  interest  on  loans,  and  all  other  outgoings  was  about  £9,000. 
The  receipts  during  the  year  from  the  North  Metropolitan  Tramways  Company,  the 
leesee  of  the  Conncil'B  (northern)  tramways,  were  £76,841,  while  the  charges  for  in- 
terest and  sinking  fund  on  capital  outlay  amounted  to  £87,891,  leaving  a  balaaoe  to 
the  Council  of  £39,450."— The  Times,  October  8,  1902. 

Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach,  M.  F  ,  in  his  address  at  the  dinner  <rf  the  Bristol 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  March  5th,  1902  : 

Again,  the  absolute  necessity  of  inventive  competition  in  this  kind  of  under* 
tMag  WW  of  great  imix>rtaiioe  to  the  aignment.  He  Jatew  of  nothing  in  whieh  this 
waa  more  marked  than  in  connection  with  telephones,  electric  lighting,  the  BJspj^y  of 
pa,  asdso  mu  Bislaiy  showed  what  difficulty  there  had  been  ia  intcodaeing  eoo- 
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ise^  that  it  is  more  expensive  would  not  so  much  matter  provided  ik 

furnished  equal  accommodation  to  the  public  or  made  cheaper  rates ; 
but  the  history  of  the  street  railways  ia  Birmingham  and  Glasgow,  and 
other  towns  in  England,  and  of  the  tele^ione  as  managed  by  the  gov- 
ernment shows  that  this  is  not  the  case.  Municipalities  will  not  adopt 
new  inventions.  And  iiually  let  us  not  forget  the  words  of  our  own 
GovexBor  Boasell :  — 

''The  matter  involves  a  most  serious  question  of  public  policy, 
namely,  whether  it  is  wise,  necessary  and  safe  to  reverse  the  policy  that 
has  governed  towns  and  cities  for  250  years  and  allow  them  to  go  into 
these  enterprises  with  all  the  hazards,  risks,  and  liabilities  that  attend 
the  investment  of  money  in  private  industry.  I  am  one  of  those  who 
bdyieve  it  is  the  duty  of  government  not  to  crush  out  individual  enter- 
prise and  energy,  bat  to  aid  it.  I  believe  in  the  principle  of  the  gov- 
emni6iit  helping  men  to  make  the  most  ci  l^^nsehres,  bnt  not  in  a 
paternal  government  to  which  we  must  all  loc^  for  leave  to  act,  or 
think,  or  speak.  And  I  Ibelieve,  on  that  principle,  it  is  of  doubtful 
expediency  for  a  State  or  government  to  undertake  to  control,  in  this 
way,  private  enterprises/' 

IIL 

So  mucb  for  the  eoon<nnio  side  of  socialism — ^for  the 
SoeUdiam  is  teasonabl^wss  ol  the  hopes  it  proffers  that  under  it 
Slavery.  the  condition  of  any  but  the  vagrant  and  the  loafer 

will  be  improved.  But,  fellow  citizens,  I  should  not 
be  haie  talking  to  yon  so  eanies%  to-night  if  &at  wne  iiie  only  side  to 
the  matter.    Hiere  is  one  thing  more  important  even  than  a  man's 


nomlc  changes  and  in  inducing  people  to  discard  old  machinery  in  favor  of  new  even 
where  there  was  the  inducement  of  greater  profit.  There  was  practically  no  induce- 
ment to  the  corporation  to  discard  the  old  plant  and  buy  up  new  until  it  was  worn  out, 
and  all  history  showed  that  to  private  enteipriae  and  energy  ail  the  great  inveatioiis 
of  the  world  were  due." 

Lord  Avebory,  in  his  address  before  the  London  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Janu- 
ary 21,  1903  : 

We  often  hear  complaints  that  our  telephone  system  is  backward.  Why  is 
this  ?  The  Times,  in  an  interesting  article,  long  ago  x>ointed  out  tliat — '  The  action 
of  the  Post  OfiBce  has  been  so  directed  as  to  throw  every  possible  difficulty  in  the  way 
of  the  development  of  the  telephone  and  of  its  constant  employment  by  the  pub- 
lie*' "  '  •   •   •  • 

Hon.  Robert  P.  Porter^  of  tbe  IT*  S.  oensas,  says  in  his  address  befcm  the  Btitidk 
Association,  Belfast,  Sept.  IS,  1002,  speaUng  of  the  cause  of  the  *^  debi  limit  dame 

in  our  State  constitutions: — 

"  In  some  States  so  deep  were  the  scars  that  additional  clauses  were  inserted 
prohibiting  the  use  of  public  funds  in  any  industrial  enterprise  wliatever.  The  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  State  of  MMsfaigaa  recently,  in  construing  this  daoae  in  ^  con- 
stitution of  that  State,  compelled  the  city  of  Detroit  to  return  to  a  company  a  street 
xailwiqr  whieb  thai  monicipality  had  piuehased  aad  was  aboat  to  opeiale." 
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food — and  that  is,  his  liberty.  Even  if  the  amount  of  earnings  you 
would  receive  under  socialism  were  to  be  greater,  you  would  refuse  to 
aooept  the  system  if  it  sacrificed  all  else  that  you  hoM.  dear  in  life. 
The  only  possible  excuse  for  accepting  socialism,  if  it  meant  slavery, 
would  be  that  we  should  otherwise  stai've.  That  was  the  consolatiop 
the  Southern  slaveholders  gave  thmr  slaves- — that  they  were  always 
^looked  after/'  That  argument  }uu!dly  did  for  the  negroes;  it  oer- 
tainly  will  not  do  for  us.  All  that  socialism  really  guarantees  us  is  our 
snatenanee.  And  for  that  we  must  be  prepared  to  give  up— every  thing 
eke.    Freedom  for  food  ?   Never !    Bett^  tiian  free  soup  a  free  man. 

I  know  how  earnestly  Mr.  Carey  will  deny  this  result.  I  know  how 
lutterly  the  socialist  press  will  attack  me  for  it.  Am  I  wr<mg?  am  I 
rarely  wroi^?    ^ Gome,      us  reason  to^^betJ^* 

Urst,  what  is  the  best  the  socialists,  in  their  writings,  can  offer  us  ? 
What  do  the  most  optimistic  of  them  say  ?  That  our  subsistence  will  be 
guaranteed,  while  we  work;  that  8<mie  of  us,  ^  bert  of  us,  may  earn  a 
surplus  above  what  is  actually  necessary  for  our  sul)sistence ;  and  that 
surplus,  like  ^  good  child,  we  noay  ^^keep  to  spend."  We  may  not  use 
it  to  better  ourcmditimi,  we  may  iiot,  if  a  fidierman,  buy  another  boat 
with  it,  if  a  faruier,  another  field ;  we  may  not  invest  it,  or  use  it  pro- 
ductively; but  we  can  spend  it  like  the  good  child,  on  candy — on  some- 
thing we  ccmsiime,  or  waate  it,  or  throw  it  away. 

Oovhl  not  the  African  shtve  do  as  mtichf  In  fact,  is  not  this  whole 
position  exactly  that  of  the  negro  slave  ?  He,  too,  was  guaranteed  his 
so^teiumee;  he,  too,  was  alh>wed  to  keep  and  spend  the  extra  mcmey  he 
made  bv  workiuor  overtime  ;  but  he  was  not  allowed  to  better  his  condi- 
tion,  to  engage  in  trade,  to  invest  it,  to  change  his  lot  in  life.  Precisely 
what  makes  a  slave  is  that  he  is  allowed  no  use  of  productive  ei^ital 
to  make  wealth  on  his  own  account.f  The  only  difference  is  that  under 
socialism,  I  may  not  be  compelled  to  labor  (I  don't  even  know  as  to  that 
—  socialists  differ  on  the  pO]nt)4  actually  compdkd,  by  the  lash,  or 

*  Socialism  would  destroy  democracy,  prophesies  De  Tocqueville.  "The  liberty 
■which  is  thought  to  be  in  iio  danger  is  almost  always  a  liberty  which  is  in  a  way  of 
being  lost.    All  Democracies  in  the  past  have  destroyed  themselves." 

t  Private  property  has  all  along  been  a  great  factor  in  civilization,  but  the  pri- 
vate property  that  has  been  so  has  been  much  more  producers*  than  eonsnm* 
ers*.  COTSumeTB'  wealth  is  a  limited  instrument  of  enjoyment;  prodncers*  is  a  power 
of  immense  capability  in  the  hands  of  the  competent.  Socialists  are  really  more 
individualists  than  their  opponents  in  the  view  they  take  of  the  function  of  property. 
—liae,  p.  334. 

t  Comp'dsory  obligation  of  labor  upon  all  equally,  and  establishment  of  industrial 
armies,  especially  for  agriculture. — ifa/x,  London  Manifesto* 
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any  other  force  than  hunger.  And  the  only  other  difference  is  that  the 
n^gro  slave  was  under  the  orders  of  one  man,  while  the  subject  of  socialr 
ism  will  be  tmder  the  orders  of  a  committee  of  ward  heelers.  Yon  vnll 
say,  the  slave  could  not  choose  his  master,  but  we  shall  elect  the  ward 
politioian.  So  we  do  now.  Will  that  help  mudi?  Suppose  the  nmi 
with  a  grievance  didn't  vote  for  him  ? 

Only  one  thing  can  be  answered  to  this.  It  may  be  said  that  those 
persons  I  am  talking  of  are  those  who  are  engaged  in  industrial  ooeupa- 
tums  only ;  that  is,  in  the  creation  of  wealth  by  the  use  of  capitaL 
These  wiU,  by  no  means,  be  all  of  society.  An  unmense  class  far  out- 
numb^ing  them  will  be  those  engaged  in  some  form  of  personal  service, 
as  the  e^isnsnow  shows,  or  in  the  arts,  —  barbers,  dressmakers,  singers, 
domestic  servants,  if  there  are  any,  nurses,  writers,  painters  of  pictures 

—  these  in  using  the  State  capital  will  be  outside  the  socialist  system 
and  can  exercise  tiieir  individual  powm  in  tlieir  own  way.  tiiey? 
If  so,  I  fear  everybody,  certainly  all  the  best  men,  will  rush  to  these 
employments  and  the  private  avocations,  as  they  have  in  Australia, 
leaving  only  ^be  hxy  and  inomipetent  to  tiie  state  service.  Can  tiie 
State  afford  this  ?  Perhaps  the  doctors  and  the  architects,  too,  will  be 
paid  by  private  persons,  but  if  this  is  the  case,  they  will  become  like 
capitalists  —  they  will  have  their  own  revenue  and  it  maybe  very  great, 
independent  of  the  State.  To  prevent  the  overcrowding  of  these  indus- 
tries, which  do  not  create  wealth,  that  is,  wealth  capable  of  reproduction 

—  capital — it  is  perfe^y  dear  that  the  State  will  have  to  interf^ 
here  also.  Therefore,  I  say  that  the  logical  conclusion  is  that  the  arts, 
too,  all  civilized  callings,  not  the  industrial  occupations  alone,  will  have 
to  be  takesi  nnd^  the  iron  role  of  sodatem. 

Socialists  have  a  way  of  thinking  that  the  industrial 
SocuilisiU  classes,  the  mechanics,  form  all  the  people  of  the  coni- 
AbandOMS  muniiy.  That  is  because  the  sodalists  tibemsdves,  so 
the  Farmer,  far,  are  almost  exclusively  composed  of  persons  en- 
gaged in  shops  or  mills.  In  fact,  the  socialist  party 
of  America  has  read  out  &rmers  and  farm  lidb(n?en  party.  This 

was  done  at  Chicago,  June  6, 1899.*    But  we  must  remember  that  those 

'*  Social  Democracy  Red  Book,  Jan.,  1900,  prints  tlie  platform  d  the  socialist 
party  adopted  August,  1890  and  says  among  other  things  ^t  the  trade  umon  move- 
ment is  the  chief  emancipating  factor  imd  represents  the  economic  wing  of  socialism 

as  independent  political  action  represents  the  political  wing.  The  exact  opposite  is, 
of  course,  the  case,  as  the  trades  union  movement  is  the  highest  expression  of  individ- 
ualism and  of  the  effort  to  arrive  at  results  through  the  action  of  individuals  working 
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of  us  who  are  engaged  ia  mecliaiiksal  industey  are  not  tlw  only  pebbles  on 
the  beach.    The  agrienltural  classes  far  outnumljer  them.    Then,  too, 
there  is  the  great  army  of  clerks.    We  find  very  few  clerks  who  are  so- 
cialists.  I  have  a  great  deal  of  syrapaiiiy  for  the  skilled  meehanies.  I 
only  wrge  that  we  should  have  some  sympathy  for  the  clerks  and 
farmers.     I  believe  today  in  this  state  you  will  find  that  clerks  are  not 
nearly  so  well  paid  as  mmhaniffl.   Most  skiUed  meehaaiea,  carpenters, 
bricklayers,  and  mush  like,  get  $3  or  |3.60  per  day.    I  am  glad  they 
do.    I  wish  the  clerks  got  as  much;  but  you  cannot  put  an  advertise- 
ment in  the  newspaper  asking  for  a  clerk  at  a  salazy  of  §600  a  year, 
that  is  #2  a  day,  without  getting  500  answers.    I  have  some  figures 
from  the  State  Bureau  of  Labor  on  this  point.     The  average  wages  of 
clerks  in  this  State  is  111.46  a  week ;  of  women  clerks,  $7.66 ;  of 
akilkd  meehanies  it  is  from  $U  (painters)  and  117  (carpent  ers  and 
lasters)  and  119.60  (printers)  to  $24.60  (blacksmiths).*    Clerks  work 
longer  than  mechanics  as  a  rule :  fann^  always  do.    And  the  number 
irf  meehaiiics  and  laborers,  persons  engaged  in  aQ  industrial  oecupations, 
aooordingto  the  Socialist  Almanac  (p.  99)  is  only  five  millions.  The 
number  of  persons  in  "domestic  and  personal  s^rvioe"  idone  is 
&^&91,746,  by  the  last  oensns;  and         millions  and  a  half  in  agi-i- 


togethOTsnd  not  of  the  state.  It  appeara  from  the  same  bocdc  that  the  demands  of 
farmera  were  completely  dropped  by  the  referendum  of  1899.  In  substance  the  fann- 
ers had  asked  that  the  socialist  party  use  their  powers  as  well  for  the  benefit  of  workers 
in  tte  eoon^  as  of  those  in  the  city,  and  demanded  specifically  that  no  more  public 
UiDdsshoiddbe  Bold,  bat  should  be  utilized  by  the  government  directly  or  leased  to 
farmers  m  small  parcels  ;  that  grain  elevators,  ccdd  storage  baildlngs  should  be  con- 
structed  by  the  government  to  be  used  by  the  farmers  at  cost ;  that  every  post  and 
railroad  station  should  also  be  a  telegraph  and  telephone  centre  ;  that  there  should  be 
a  muform  postal  rate  for  the  transportation  of  agricultural  products  on  all  railroads  ; 
and  tbat  imbUc  eredtt  slu>uld  be  given  comities  and  towns  for  the  improvement  of 
roads  Slid  fc^iriigstfamanadniiBaee. 
*  Kacksmiths. 
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culture.  Yet  these  are  "read  out  of  the  party"  or  not  provided  for 
luider  aoeialiraL  . 

A  friend  of  mine  in  a  Braintree  shoeshop,  said  to  me  that  he  was  a 
slave  now.  Is  he  ?  He  can  go  to  another  shop  or  into  another  town.  He 
caa  go  into  another  trade*  But  under  socialism  it  will  be  imposrable  for 
a  man  to  change  his  trade  withont  that  ward  politieians'  permission.  The 
other  trade  will  be  full.   The  state  must  know  where  its  people  are  ^it 


changing 
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sicm.  And  as  for  changing  shops — ^my  friends,  the  Blacklist  system 
existing  under  socialism  will  be  the  most  awfully  complete  Blacklist 
you  could  dream  of.  Our  man  leaves  his  shop  in  Braintree  and  goes 
to  Lynn,  The  first  question  is^^whinre  did  you  wmrk  last? — Brain- 
tree."—"Why  did  you  leave?"  "Didn't  like  Sam  SUck,  my  wai'd 
committeeman  on  the  shoe  business."  "Got  Sam  Slick's  pmnis- 
num." — ^"No."—^'VCTy  sorry;  can't  employ  you.  Go  back  and  work 
under  Sam  Slick." — That's  the  way  you  elect  your  masters  imder  so- 
cialism. 

Now  let  us  take  tibe  ncact  thing — ^the  chdce  of  occupation.  Hie 
slave,  we  admit,  has  no  choice  of  occupation.  Under  socialism,  they 
tell  us,  a  man  will  have  full  choice  of  occupation.  Let  us  see — The 
State  needs,  we'll  say,  600,000  agriealtiual  labors    It  needs  400.- 

000  unskilled  kborers,  300,000  skilled  mechanics,  50,000  men  to  build 
the  Cape  Cod  canal.  It  needs  50,000  clerks  in  its  stores,  30,000  rail- 
way trammen,  10,000  policemen,  20,000  engineers,  6,000  doctors, 
and  1,000  architects,  1,000  actors,  and  base-ball  players ;  1,000  lectur- 

600  artists,  10,000  musicians  and  singers,  10  inventors  and  2  com- 
posers. I  am  eigbtem,  age  at  whkk  I  have  to  go  to  work.  My 
^Either  edits  a  newspaper,  and  I  say  I  want  to  be  a  printer.  The  State 
says  no.  We  only  need  10,000  printers,  and  we  have  got  12,000 
already — you  go  and  work  on  a  farm.    But  I  dcm't  like  the  country — 

1  want  to  stay  in  the  town.  The  only  places  remaining  are  some 
unskilled  laborers'  in  the  street-sweeping  department — but  I  don't  like 
that.    Then  you  csm  go  and  help  dig  the  Cape  Cod  ship  canaL 

fiot  worse  tiban  all  this,  if  sodAlim  is  to  recc^niae  the 
Socialism  institution  of  marriage, — though  there  is  some  doubt 
Would  about  this — and  be  responsible  for  the  support  of  my 
Abolish  wife  and  4^ikhmi — it  will  obvioudy  have  to  ocmtrol  aU 
Marriage,     marriages.    If  I'm  a  laborer  and  rather  a  lazy  one,  won't 

the  State  say  no  ?  You  havra't  yet  shown  tiie  esfaesty 


to  support  yourself— let  alinie  a  wife.    You  can't  get  married.  Or— 

you  belong  to  some  stupid  family  that  are  only  good  to  work  on  farms. 
Our  farms  are  chock  full  already.  We  don't  want  a  large  family  of 
ehildren  frMu  you.  We  won't  let  you  get  married.  Suppose  we  pass 
the  State  economic  department — then  we  have  to  go  to  the  State  medical 

department.  Now  the  State  doctor  in  our  ward  is  an  allopath  and  our 

family's  homeopathio.  Or  else,  we  didn't  emi)loy  him,  but  employed 
our  special  friend,  Dr.  Jones,  in  another  town,  when  little  Sally  had 
croup.  At  all  events,  for  some  reason  Dr.  Smith,  the  State  doctor  in 
our  ward  has  a  grudge  against  my  family.  He  says  no,  you  have  a 
traidency  to  consumption— or  else,  your  grandfather  on  the  maternal 
side  took  to  drink.  It's  hereditary.  Your  children  would  be  con- 
sumptive, or  take  to  drink.  We  can't  have  any  more  such  people. 
You  can't  get  married.  I  won't  give  you  a  license.  Or  perhaps  he 
says,  Who  are  you  going  to  marry  ?  Mary  Adams  ?  I  want  to  marry 
Maiy  Adams  mysell— What  would  happen  ?  I'll  tell  you  what  would 
happen :  If  Mary  Adams  is  a  girl  of  spirit  she'd  go  off  with  me  just 
the  same.  There  wouldn't  be  any  marriage.  And  most  sdentifio  so- 
cialists admit  that.  They  admit  that  the  institotion  of  marriage,  the 
discipline  of  the  family  would  be  inconsistent  with  the  iron  rule  of  so- 
dalism.    That  is  why  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  is  against  it.* 


♦  "The  present  marriage  system  is  based  on  the  general  supposition  of  economic 
dependence  of  the  woman  on  the  man,  and  this  basis  would  di8i4>pear  with  the  advent 

of  social  economic  freedom.  No  binding  contract  would  be  necessary  for  marriage 
andproperty  in  children  would  cease  to  exist.  Marriages  would  rest  on  the  mutual 
inelmation  and  affection  and  be  teruunable  at  will  of  either  party."— Jf orris  and  Box. 

_  "  Socialism  in  its  extremest  form  implying  the  extinction  of  private  capital  and 
pnvate  commercial  enterprise  altogether,  would  he  a  huge  and  intolerable  evil,  abhor- 
rent alike  to  the  pious  CathoUc  and  to  every  other  rational  human  beinir."— Jfotto- 
Biekaby.  ^ 

"  Family  life  involves  authority  over  children  and  responsibility  for  their  welfare 
IWrt  communism  proposes  to  abolish  all  authority  and  to  supersede  parental  control  by 
wakmg  children  the  wards  of  the  State  ''  .  .  .  "Jean  Jacques  Rousseau,  who  may 
almost  be  caUed  the  father  of  modem  communism,  saw  this  very  plainly.  He  had 
^  tte  courage  of  his  convictions,  and  carried  his  five  new  bom  children,  one  after 
the  otbmr,  to  the  tonistile  of  a  foondliog  bcBfilMk.**~-CaroUne  FaiifiOA  Co^in. 

'"'^'^'^^^^T^^^^T^o\ong&v,oxktoi  regard  for  the  children,  be  chained  to  one 
man.  The  bond  between  the  sexes  will  be  simply  a  moral  one,  and  if  the  characters 
did  nf^harmoiiiM  could  be  dissolved."— JETosenc/ever. 

In  his  Historical  Basis  of  Socialism  in  Enj^d,  H.  M.  Hyndnum  says  (page  462): 

"  Thus  breaking  down  and  building  up  go  on  slowly  together,  and  new  forms  arise 
to  displace  the  old  It  is  the  same  with  the  family.  That,  in  the  German-Christian 
sense  of  marriage  for  life  and  responsibility  of  the  parents  for  the  children  b<»n  in 
wedlock,  is  ahoaost  at  an  end  even  now."  uwu  lu 
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The  great  living  apostle  of  modern  socialism  is  Frederick 
It  is  Coa-  Engels.  I  quote  from  his  last  work  on  scientific  social- 
trary  to  ism,  published  in  Chicago  in  1900.  He  says  every  social 
Religion,      movement,  every  real  advance  in  England  on  behalf  of 

the  workers  links  itself  on  to  the  name  of  Bobert 
Owen,  and  in  the  same  paragraph  he  says:  Three  great  obstades 
seemed  to  him  especially  to  block  the  path  to  social  reform  —  private 
property,  religion,*  the  present  form  of  marriage.  He  knew  what  eon- 
frmitod  him  if  he  attacked  these -outiawry,  excommunication  fcom 
official  society,  the  loss  of  his  whole  social  position.  But  nothing  of 
this  preveuted  him  from  attacking  them  without  fear  of  consequences." 

Tbe  Pope's  Enogrdioal,  May  15, 1801,  you  are  many  of 
It  Would  you  familiar  wil^  I  only  quote  a  few  words.  The 
Destroy  socialists,  therefore,  in  endeavoring  to  transfer  the 
the  po88em<»u9  of  individuals  to  tiie  community,  strike  at 

Pamily.        the  interests  of  every  wage  earner,  for  they  deprive  him 

of  the  liberty  of  disposing  of  his  wages,  and  thus  of  all 

hope  and  possilulity  of  inereasing  his  stodc  and  of  b^»tering  his  oracyf- 
tion  in  life."    •    •  . 

**  Every  man  has  by  nature  the  right  to  possess  property  as  his  own. 
This  is  one  of  the  chief  points  of  distinction  between  man  and  the  ani- 
mal imation.  .  .  .  Animality,  however  perfect,  is  fax  from  being 
the  whole  of  hunuinity,  and  is,  indeed,  humanity's  hnmble  handmaiden. 


*  What  is  known  as  the  socialism  of  the  Gospel,  far  from  resembling  socialism 
as  we  know  it,  is  utterly  opposed  to  it.  It  springs  from  abnegation,  not  cupidity  ;  its 
leading  principle  is  the  contempt  of  riches,  not  the  greed  of  them." — Leroy  BeauLiea. 

"  Socialism  is  the  essential  negation  of  Christianity,  and  its  program  is  the  anti- 
thesis of  ours.  Socialism  is  atheistic,  and  we  are  religious.  Socialism  destroys  private 
property,  and  we  wish  to  emancipate  and  extend  it." — Congress  of  Italian  CaUiolicH 
at  Rome,  February,  1S94, 

**  The  third  enemy  is  socialism,  which  we  would  combat  because  it  oadermiaes 
religion  and  authority." — Catholic  Democratic  League  of  MoUand^  1893. 

"  We  oppose  collecUvism,  as  wdl  as  aaar^Usm  and  commqnism." —  Ckridiwa 

Tlie  Catholic  Workmen  of  Friburg  .  .  .  reject  soeialism  utterly."— ^ssocio- 
<ioM  0/  Oottolie  Wcvtmem  ofFrOmrg,  SwiUsertand,  1894. 

I       Most  contemporary  socialists  have  turned  their  backs  on  religion.    .    .     .  This 
atheism  seems  as  much  a  matter  of  class  antipathy  as  of  free-thought ;  and  the  semi- 
,  political  element  in  it  lends  a  pecuUar  bitterness  to  the  socialistic  attacks  on  religion 
,  and  tiie  cbuxeh.'' — Bm^  Cmtemporarp  8ociali»m. 

Democratic  socialism  is  actually,  and  of  inherent  necessity,  the  deadly  foe  of 
the  Christian  chm-ch."— ^cto^e,    The  Impossibility  of  Social  Democracy''* 
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made  to  serve  and  obey.  It  is  the  mind,  or  the  xeason,  iducK  is  the 
ckief  thing  in  us  who  aro  homan  beings ;  it  is  this  which  makes  a 
human  being  human,  and  distinguishes  him  essentially  and  »ftinp^^t^y 
from  the  brute.  And  on  this  aeofNint,  rm:  ^  bmui  aka*'  Kinong 
mtmaia  posaasae*  xaasfm,  it  must  be  witimi  Ina  to  have  things  not 
merely  for  temporary  and  monetary  use,  as  other  living  beings  have 
them,  but  in  stable  and  permanent  poeseaaion ;  he  must  have  not  only 
things  whiflh  periidi  in  the  using,  but  also  those  which,  though  used, 
remain  for  use  in  the  future." 

You  will  remember  that  latra  in  the  I^eyeUeal  the  Pope  also  said 
that  it  is  even  mtae  important  that  a  family  should  have  private  prop- 
erty.* Parents  must  provide  for  their  children,  and  for  that  property 
is  neeessary.  The  family  is  even  above  the  State,  and  to  have  the  State 
perfotm  its  duties  is  to  destroy  it.  Paternal  authority  can  neither  be 
abolished  by  the  State  nor  absorbed  by  it ;  for  it  has  the  same  source  as 
human  life  itself. 

The  State,  under  sociatism,  would  have  to  require  a  civil  marriage ; 
it  could  not  recognize  marriages  made  only  by  the  priest  or  minister. 
By  the  way,  what  becomes  of  the  priests,  of  the  dergy?  Sup- 
pose we  wanted  to  be  mairied  or  buried  by  one?  Who  will 
support  the  priests?  There  will  be  no  money.  Will  the  State 
give  them  labor  tickets?  We  might  all  want  to  be  priests.  But 
can  the  State  raeogniae  i^uiehes?    Moat  soeialiatB  think  notf  And 


*  »  To  remedy  these  evils,  the  socialists,  working  on  the  poor  man's  envv  of  the 
^ii^'^^^JJl.i^^^^'^.^,  property.    ...    But  their  proposals  are  so 

SSTliS^i.^   }l  P"«^  purp(Mes  that,  if  they  were  carried  out,  the  working- 
UMiwoaU  Wmself  be  among  the  lint  to  saSer.    Moreover,  they  are  emphatically 
nnjost.    .   .   .    Ihe  state  must  not  absorb  the  individual  or  the  fain% 
Private  ownership  must  be  held  sacred  and  inviidable."— jBneyeKcoJ,  Maif  IS  1891.  ' 

t  "  Not  all  the  hypocrisy  of  the  pulpit  .  .  .  can  possibly  destroy' the  roek 
upon  which  we  of  the  despised  working  class  build  up  our  philosophy.  It  (Socialism! 
to  OUT  only  hope,  and  without  that  hope  no  promise  of  heaven,  no  fear  of  heU  can 
cause  as  to  have  any  interast  in  lifij.' Woma  F.  Carey.  '  '  ^ 

«  Sodaliam  utterly  despises  tbe  other  world  with  aU  its  stage,— that  is.  the  present 

SJ'thL^S^L"  The  establishm^tof  «Mdely  onatocialLuc'b^^^^^^^^^^ 

imply  the  definite  abandoameat  of  aU  tfaeokgkHd  eiilts.'*->Jto,  "Tie  BeligUm,  of  So- 

"  Religion  is  a  fantastic  degradation  of  human  nature. "—Jfarse. 

"  Socialism  must  conquer  the  stupidity  of  the  masses  In  8©  &r  as  tllto  atoiddttv 
reveals  itself  in  religion  forms  and  dogmas."— X(e6itnec/i<. 

— BaO^**        ^'^  politics  the  republic,  in  economy  socialism,  and  religion  athmsm." 

"  ITie  antt-religious  spirit  of  modern  socialism  comes  from  an  unphilosophic  and 
unhfatoric  view  of  the  fofees  which  ei«ate  civilisation  .  .  .  Nothing  could  be 
more  sad  than  that  the  multitude  should  be  driven  to  look  f<a>  ^livenuice  f rom  their 
wrongs  and  aoczows  to  kwdncs  who  deny  God. '  '—Biakop  Spauldtng. 


if  so,  what  rows  there  will  be !    If  the  State  does  recognize  religion,  the 

priests  will  become  a  caste,  as  they  were  in  ancient  £gypt   The  prieeta 

will  be  the  only  <»fHtdiirt8 — the  <mly  persons  possessing  property.  On 

the  other  hand,  take  the  ease  of  a  young  man  who  has  a  real  calling  to 

rehgion.    The  State  will  be  able  to  forbid  his  following  his  oonscienfie, 

the  message  of  God.    But  no,  what  is  far  more  likely  to  happen  is  the 

growth  of  a  priest  class,  and  they  might  be  worse  than  the  monks  and 

friars  of  the  njiddle  ages.    The  only  other  class  so  fortunate  will  be  the 

class  in  the  poaititm  we  mig^  now  wiidi  to  get  out  of — I  mean  the 

personal  service  class.   The  menials,  the  domestic  servants,  the  barbers, 

the  dancers,  the  people  who  live  by  the  favor  of  others,  if  they  are 

gracious,  if  they  please,  they  and  they  alone  will  not  be  dependent  on 

tibe  State.    They,  by  their  services,  or  arts,  or  graces,  will  still  be  able 

to  extract  those  surplus  labor  tickets  from  the  pockets  of  othma  and 

spend  them  aa  individuals  do  today.  They  will  be  the  only  &ee  class  in 
the  emnmuniiy. 

How  about  the  spending  of  those  surplus  checks  ?  What  can  we 
get  for  them 't*  We  can  buy  the  food  the  State  makes  (piobably  ocdd 
storage)  and  wear  the  State  clothing.  We  can  look  at  the  State  pic- 
tures and  go  to  the  State  shows.  Suppose  we  want  a  Corot,  a  Millet? 
Well,  the  State  isn't  piunting  any  Mill^  just  now.  We  want  to  aee  a 
play  by  Shakespeare  ?  The  State  isn't  acting  Shakespeare.  We  want 
a  glass  of  beer  ?  The  State  by  a  majority  vote  doesn't  make  beer. 
We  want  ten  years'  time  to  write  a  book,  to  invmt  a  tel^hone,  to  paint 
a  ineture,  to  travel  and  study  other  countries.  The  State  can't  give  us 
that.  The  State  may  control  what  we  read,  what  we  shall  publish,  if 
not  what  we  write  and  what  we  think.  What  is  to  beoome  of  aU  our 
ambitbn,  att  our  hope,  all  the  joy  of  life  ?  And  what  will  become  of 
the  human  soul? 

Think  of  the  terrible  opportunity  for  cmrruptaon  that  would  be  c^Eeied 
by  such  a  social  system.  B«»nember,  the  individual  man  is  coming  in 
touch  not  with  some  imaginary  all-wise  State,  but  only  with  the  one  or  two 
State  inspectors  that  happen  to  be  next  him  at  any  moment  of  his  life. 

•  What  goanatees  have  CoUectiTiats  to  give  that  men  would  be  free  in  spending. 
Tbe  state  would  be  sole  producer,  and  each  uadividaal  would  have  to  take  whtutit 

pleased  to  produce.  The  State  might  have  the  most  capricious  ideas  as  to  what  neonle 
should  eat  or  drink,  how  they  should  dress,  and  being  the  sole  pxodnoer.  evwv 
individual  would  have  to  submit  to  all  its  caprices. 

All  plillting  and  pubUshing  being  done  by  the  Stote  would  be  faUl  to  the  freediua 
Of  tiie  pnss^^fiil. 
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Are  we  to  assume  that  these  iaspeetors  are  perfectly  wise,  perfectly 
good?  It  was  Abraham  Lincoln  who  said  that  no  man  is  good  enough 
to  govern  another ;  but  the  State  inspectors  that  happen  to  have  the 
power  of  decision  at  any  moment  of  a  man's  life,  be  it  <hi  the  amount  of 
his  pay  or  the  Idnd  of  woit  he  wishes  to  do  or  his  right  to  get  married, 
or  any  other  thing  for  which  the  State  consent  is  necessary — and  under 
socialism  it  will  be  necessary  for  practically  everytiiing — ^will  have  Hbe 
abecdateomitrolofhk  life  at  that  point.  Then  will  be  practically  no  ap- 
peal. .  .  Even  if  an  appeal  is  allowed,  what  chance  of  success  will  there 
be  for  the  individual,  at  least  in  many  cases,  in  an  appeal  from  one  ba- 
temeney  to  anothw?  The  officeholders  will  probably  make  a  caste, 
they  will  certamly  belong  to  some  party  or  to  some  ticket,  and  they  will 
have  the  control  of  that  man's  life  in  a  way  that  no  one  and  nobody, 
under  God,  has  contrcd  of  it  to^lay.  Quite  as  mudi  omrirol  as  <^ 
slave  master  had  in  the  days  of  slavery,  and  without  the  interest  that 
the  slave-holder  had  in  keeping  his  slave  well  and  happy.  Their  power 
will  be  so  great  and  their  decimon  will  be  <m  matters  d  such  moment  to 
the  man,  his  whole  livelihood,  his  happiness,  even  his  private  life  being 
involved,  that  the  temptation  to  bribery  and  improper  influences  will  be 
greater  than  any  human,  being  can  be  expwted  to  witbstaikl.  What 
will  be  ibe  form  of  bribery  in  tiiose  days  ?  There  will,  the  socialists 
say,  not  be  nmch  bribery  in  money.  Possibly  not,  for  there  will  be  no 
money  and  the  poor  man  will  probably  have  iBxy  few  surplus  labor  checks 
togiveaway.  There  will  be  a  bribery  of  votes,  and  that  in  a  degree  much 
greater  than  exists  to-day.  What  other  resources  of  influence  will  the 
poor  man  have  ?  You  remember  what  John  Boyle  O'Bmlly  said  about 
the  devil — when  he  sought  to  mislead  man,  gold  he  said,  was  a  good 
bait,  but  when  he  wished  to  be  certain  he  baited  his  hook  with  a  woman 
every  time.  Kow  there  will  be  no  gokl  under  socialism,  but  I  fear  there 
will  be  instances  of  self-sacrifice,  either  by  way  of  marriage  or  without, 
on  the  part  of  that  devoted  sex,  to  which  nothing  in  the  history  of  the 
Neros  can  offer  any  cmnparison.  Suppose  a  man  has  a  sister,  a  daugh* 
ter,  his  inspector  likes.  Is  there  no  danger  here  ?  When  all  promo- 
raon  is  dependent  on  personal  favor,  what  do  court  histories  show? 
I  touch  upon  the  subject  as  delicately  as  I  can,  but  I  fear  th^  under 
socialism  that  will  be  the  last  piece  of  indiridnalism  left  us,  the  last 
matter  in  which  the  action  of  the  individual  cannot  be  controlled  with- 
out his  or  her  wilL  The  temptation  to  influimee  that  will,  then,  will  be  a 
thousand  times  greater  than  it  is  to-day.    We  hear  m>w  sometimes 
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dreadful  stmes  of  the  behaviour  of  overseers  in  &cbmes,  of  theatrical 

managers  over  poor  women  seeking  employment  on  the  stage.  We 
know  what  happened  in  hi^  politics,  in  France,  even  in  England,  whext 
court  ministers  could  be  helped  by  tiieir  wives.  Will  not  Hmt  dang» 
exist  and  be  a  thousand  times  intensified  when  every  step  in  a  man's 
life  nwst  be  taken  under  the  surveillance  of  some  State  official,  who  may 
velnse  to  be  placated  in  any  otiier  way?  No.  Al»aliam  Lincoln  said 
it,  and  it  is  true,  God  never  intended  that  one  man  should  be  so  at 
the  mercy  of  another  man,  as  every  man  will  be,  under  socialism,  at  the 
mercy  of  tiie  ^ite  inspector.  ^ 

Consider  calmly  the  absurdity  of  the  thing.     I  am  not  saying  things 
are  all  right  now,  but  I  say  let  us  try  to  correct  them,  and  not  lose  our 
sa»M»,  our  souls,  all  that  makes  life  worth  living.    I  believe  most  q£ 
my  sorialist  friends  want  just  what  I  do — we  only  differ  as  to  tibe 
means  of  getting  it.     They  hate  cofporations  —  and  yet  they  would 
make  the  State  <me  vast  corpcmiticm  and  put  us  all  at  its  ioaraoy.  They 
distrust  pc^timans — and  yet  somalism  must  create  a  vast  army  of 
politicians  and  place  them  above  the  rest  of  us.    They  talk  of  slavery 
today — and  they  would  make  us  all  slaves  of  a  thing  they  call  the  State, 
represmted  to  each  of  us  by  the  few  men  who  will  toudi  him  at  every 
point,  ride  us  every  hour,  and  who  are  placed  there  by  the  chances  and  the 
intrigues  of  politics.  There  will  be  no  escape;  we  must  do  the  work  the 
State  bids  us,  for  tibe  wi^es  the  State  awards  us  —  sp^d         as  the 
State  directs,  buy  what  the  State  prescribes,  marry  when  the  State 
allows,  have  children  as  the  State  permits,  divorce  as  wdered, 
tnnate  6nly  if  our  wives  are  not  chosen  for  us  by  the  State  as 
well!     Talk  of  the   shriek  of  the  factory  whistle!    Under  social- 
ism we  would  get  up,  go  to  work,  stop  work,  eat  our  dinner,  {day, 
'  marry,  beget  chikbmi,  live  and  die  at  the  duidc  of  the  State  ^ndiistle, 
or  the  order  of  the  State  inspector — ^which  is  the  same  thing.    The  ai1;s 
would  perish,  industries  cease,  the  books  that  teach  us  the  delights  of 

♦  "  Americans  will  not,  in  the  hope  of  ulterior  results,  be  willing  to  become  parts 
of  a  vast  machine,  in  which  each  one  is  but  a  link  in  a  chain,  or  a  co^  iu  a  wheel, 
without  power  of  self-assertion.  State  socialism,  even  if  it  cloaks  itself  under  the  name 
of  liberty,  is  in  reality  the  veriest  despotism,  and  is  radically  opposed  to  the  American 
mind  and  hwA^^^Archbishap  Irdand. 

*'  Socialism  rejects  faith,  hope  and  charity.    It  levies  war  alike  on  capital  and  on 

Christianity  Socialism  in  its  extremest  form,  implying  the  extinction  of 

private  capital  and  private  ccMmimoial  ent^tfaie  altogc^ier,  woiald  be  a  huge  and  ia^ 
tolemble  evil,  abhorent  alike  to  the  pious  Cflwolie  and  to  eveiy  other  ratstonal  hnmaa 
being*"— £eo.  Jo9^h  Eiekal^, 
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life  wouM  no  mora  be  written  —  for  all  would  be  at  the  mercy  of  some 
State  inspector.  And  so  I  have  tried  to  show  tonight  the  one  great  evil 
of  socialism  to  be  the  destruction  of  liberty,  of  the  family,  of  the 
hope  and  joy  of  life— that  under  any  system  of  State  management 
ocmoeivable,  if  yon  only  trace  out  the  details  to  their  necessary 
consequences,  any  complete  system  of  socialism,  the  ruling  of  a  man's 
life  in  all  its  details  by  the  State,  wiU  zesutt  in  skyeiy— a  dull  and 
hopeless  drudgery  for  a  state  ration  of  food  and  pleasure  —  a  slavery 
from  which  there  will  be  no  escape,  a  tyranny  more  hopeless  and  more 
hideous  than  the  world  has  ever  known." 
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